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A POWER OF ATTORNEY to execute a trust deed in 
pankruptcy, the power not being executed in the pre- 
gence of a solicitor, is a good power under which the 
attorney may execute the trust deed in the presence of a 
golicitor and in pursuance of the Bankruptcy Act. In Re 
Foucher this was decided last month by Lord Chelmsford, 
and itis worthy of notice that this question, which has on 
several previous occasions been raised, has been defini- 
tively decided. In that case the trust deed had been 
duly executed by the attorney of the debtor in the pre- 
sence of a solicitor, but, because the power of appointing 
the attorney was not attested by a solicitor, but by 
another person, the registrar had refused to register the 
deed. Lord Chelmsford decided that the deed might be 
registered, declaring that the execution of the deed in 
the presence of a solicitor was a sufficient compliance 
with the Act. The attorney is only one put in tke 

of the debtor to perform such acts as the debtor 
might himself have performed, and the Act can in no 
way be said to apply to the execution of the power 
under which the attorney acts. 

We are unable to see any ground for raising a ques- 
tion so purely technical in so formal a manner since the 
decision made in He parte Bell, 13 W.R. 1002, more 
especially as the deed objected to was not the first which 
had been presented for registration under precisely 
similar circumstances, and that on one previous occasion, 
at least, the scruples of the registrar had been over- 
come. 











It WOULD almost seem needless, were it not that re- 





peated instances ocour furnishing evidence to the con- | 
trary, to call attention once more to the very reprehensible | 
practice of suitors addressing the judges by whom causes | 
to which they are parties will have to be decided. It is | 


og hee ath pon > prs re | every word of my discourse. Nor was this the first ti 
re Saco thet wo means toa tans ey . me 
before the Master of the Rolls, in which correspondence | hal thict Matimaatsiead Ganon tend Deateeh wanes: teh alee 


and comments had been forwarded to his Lordship 
by a litigant; and we pointed out, as a warning 


, have often had wi 


to all misguided people, that the judge in that | 


case adopted a course consistent with his uniform 
action; that is to say, he handed to the counsel 
engaged by the writer’s opponent theletter which he had 
received. It seems, however, that there are still members 
of this ill-advised class, for, on Monday last, the same 
judge, Lord Romilly, in the case of Troup v. Ricardo, 
handed down to counsel for the defendant, and commented 
in no measured terms upon the impropriety of the conduct 
of the writer, and stated that he felt greatly disposed, 
altogether apart from the merits of the case, to dismiss the 
plaintiff’s bill with costs in order forcibly to mark his disap- 
probation of such unjustifiable proceedings. Buteven this, 
it would appear, was insufficient to check the courseadopted 
by Mr. Troup; for on Tuesday, his Lordship, addressing Sir 
Roundell Palmer, stated that another letter had been 
forwarded to him by Mr. Troup, but that, fortunately, 
knowing Mr. Troup’s handwriting, he had refrained from 
Opening it, and now handed it down to the learned 
Counsel, desiring him to open and read it, Sir Roundell 





Palmer, having done so, said there did not seem to be 
anything of importance in it; but Mr. Troup appeared to 
be under an impression which it would be well that the 
public mind should be disabused of, if it existed— 
namely, that counsel and solicitor made themselves 
parties to all causes which they undertook, and that 
before they did so, they should ascertain whether a cause 
‘was such that they could properly be parties to it. As 
his Lordship pointed out, if that principle were to pre- 
vail there would too frequently be a failure of justice; 
and added that in his experience he had known cases in 
which the advocates were of accord, that their client had 
no case, but after argument and decision in the courts of 
first instance and appeal, it had ultimately proved that 
the early impressions were erroneous, It was also stated 
by Sir Roundell Palmer that placards had been posted by 
the plaintiff, in the case to which allusion is now made, 
reflecting upon the conduct and motives of parties to the 
cause and casting discredit upon counsel and solicitors. 
His Lordship said that if such proceedings were formally. 
brought before him he should treat them as a contempt 
of court, and visit the perpetrators with the consequences. 
It is to be hoped that the publicity which we give to 

this matter will have the effect we desire—of pre- 

venting a repetition of conduct which can have no other 
result than that of damaging those who are guilty of it. 


THE DIFFICULTY which was raised on the question of 
the appointment of Mr. Napier as Lord Justice of Appeal 
in Ireland has been solved by the voluntary retirement 
of that gentleman from the office in question. In many 
respects we regret that this has been done; we are 
satisfied, as we pointed out last week, that Mr. Napier’s 
appointment was a very proper one, and that his in- 
firmity, though sufficient to give a handle for cavil, was 
not sufficient to cause any substantial obstruction to 
the efficient discharge of his duties. In this view we 
are supported by the almost unanimous testimony of 
those who have been intimate with the right hon, 
gentleman, who nearly all say that he is not now more 
difficult to converse with than he was twenty years ago, 
when he was among the most eminent and successful 
advocates at the Irish bar, and by the written and pub- 
lished evidence of a comparative stranger, the Rev. 
Stephen Jenner, Vicar of Camberwell. 

This gentleman, in a letter of some length, published 
in the Standard, makes the following statement:— 

About a year Mr. Napier fell in with me on my way 
to my preaching duty at St. John’s Church, Westminster 
(a church that seats 2,000 people), and, having asked me 
where I was going, he took my arm, and said, ‘‘I will go 
with you.” He sat at some considerable distance from me 
during the sermon ; and yet, when he walked away with me 
afver it was over, he assured me that he heard distinctly 


I can further testify that in private conversations, which I . 
him, I never found any difficulty in 
making him hear, 

As a proof of Mr. Napier’s profound knowledge of law 
and iupecsieley as a judge, it is a fact that not one of his 
judgments, while he was Chancellor for Ireland (and he was 
just as deaf then as he is now) has ever been called in ques- 
tion. I may add that I have no manner of connection with 
Treland, and no interest in the case beyond what truth gives 
it. 


Be this, however, as it may, the right hon. gentle- 
man, with a sense of public spirit which does him infinite 
honour, though convinced, both from his own sensations 
and the testimony of his friends, that he is perfectly com- 
petent to discharge the duties of the office to which he 
has been appointed, has preferred, rather than afford the 
slightest pretext for the supposition that the interests of 
of public justice could ‘suffer, to forego an appointment 
which, for obvious reasons, possessed peculiar charms for 
one whose ambition is,as Mr. Napier’s has always been 
rather professional than political, and has resigned his 
office even before entering upon its duties, 
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We confess that when we first heard the news we 
were terribly startled. Not being in such blissful 
ignorance regarding the administration of justice on the 
other side of St. George’s Channel as a contemporary, 
which last Saturday spoke of Mr. Brady as a “clever Lord 
Chancellor,” whose co-operation concealed Lord Justice 
Blackburne’s deficiences, we were seriously afraid that the 
result of Mr Napier’s self-sacrifice might be to saddle the 
country with the last ex-Chancellor in perpetuity. This 
fate we have been happily spared; and the gentleman, 
“ by agreeing with whom” Lord Justice Blackburne kept 
up appearances, as alleged by our contemporary (but 
whose judgments were, nevertheless, more often reversed 
than affirmed on appeal), is not to sit in judgment on 
the decisions of his successors. True, the new arrange- 
ment costs the courts, as we explained last week, 
£3,000 a-year; but we had far rather pay £3,000 
a-year for Fitzgerald, than save that sum at the cost of 
“Lord Justice Brady.” 

And, as events have turned out, our regret at Mr. 
Napier’s resignation is far from unmixed. Ceteris 
paribus, few will deny that Mr. Fitzgerald is the 
preferable appointment; certainly no one who has read 
the Irish articles of this Journal will doubt that 
there is no judicial position in Ireland for which we 
do not consider him better qualified than any other 
possible candidate. The reason why we did not advocate 
his claims more openly before, was simply—first, that we 
were led to believe that, as he had already, in 1858, re- 
fused the office of Lord Chancellor, so he would now 
refuse to have his place in the Court of Exchequer; and, 
secondly, the £3,000 a-year already mentioned. 

It may be necessary, as information for some of our 
English readers, to state that there are two Fitzgeralds 
on the Irish bench; one the Right Hon. John David 
Fitzgerald, some-time Member for Ennis, and successively 
Solicitor and Attorney-General, under Lord Palmerston, 
and now a judge of the Queen's Bench; the other the 
Hon. Francis Alexander Fitzgerald, one of the greatest 


equity lawyers which Ireland ever produced, who never 
sat in Parliament, and never held any political office 
whatever, but who, after successively declining the posts 
of Lord Chancellor and Solicitor-General, was appointed 
a Baron of the Exchequer by Lord Eglinton, when Lord 
Lieutenant, and has now, it is generally believed, been 
promoted to the office of Lord Justice of Appeal. 





ARE OUR JUDGES OVERWORKED ? 


The cry for more judges is not anew one. Whenever 
some great cause stops the way, or the assizes are heavier 
than usual, as was the case the other day at Lancaster, 
disappointed suitors gnash their teeth with vexation and 
clamour through the columns of the Zimes for an addi- 
tion to the judicial staff. And there are plenty of 
people interested in complying with theirdemands. New 
. Judges mean new patronage. Anxious Queen’s counsel, 
watching with uneasy dissatisfaction the beneficial effect 
which judicial labours appear to have on human life, see 
lucrative appointments looming in no distant future. 
Men who hope to supply the promoted Queen’s counsels’ 
places, are not averse from a scheme that will create an 
opening. The judges themselves would willingly acqui- 
esce in a plan which should lighten their work without 
diminishing their pay. Thus the interests of the public 
and the profession alike demand that means should be 
taken for quickening legal business. We have, indeed, 
made much progress since Lord Eldon used calmly to 
reserve judgment for a year ortwo. Since the Chancery 
Amendment Act, no Richard Carson has had occasion to 
die of a broken heart. But there is still room for further 
improvement. Tax-payers would prefer that the in- 
creased business of the country should be done, if pos- 
sible, by the same number of hands, bat the professional 
recipients of the tax-payers money are naturally not dis- 
inclined that the number of hands should be increased. 

Now, it must be admitted that as the business of the 





courts of common law is at present distributed, ony 
judges, from the Chief Justice of England down to the 
junior puisne, do earn their living hardly. Five thon. 
sand a-year is a handsome income, but when we remem. 
ber that ‘many a judge sacrifices more than that amount 
when he is transferred from the bar to the bench, itis not 
one farthing too much. The amount of downright work, 
too, done by a judge is far greater than most people sup. 
pose. On circuit and in London he seldom has g 
moment’s leisure. Spectators in the street of an assize 
town may admire the sheriff’s carriage, and the gorgeous 
robes of his Lordship may be at once the terror and 
admiration of a gaping and idle crowd. But the person. 
age who is the centre of all this state is more busy than 
the crier of the court. From nine in the morning until 
five or six o’clock in the evening he has to listen with 
dignity and patience tothe wearisome harangues of counsel 
and the more monotonous details of evidence, sitting all 
the time in an atmosphere like that of the black hole at 
Calcutta. In the evening he has either to dine out 
with some county magnate, when he must submit, even 
to this day, to eat his dinner in his wig and gown, or 
else to entertain the magistrates or the bar at his own 
lodgings. No wonder the health of many of our judges, 
sturdy asa rule though it is, at last succumbs to circuit 
labours. It is singular to notice how many have 
actually died during the assizes. Talfourd, Crowder, 
Watson, and Wightman, are examples. The fact is that 
it needs an iron constitution to stand the combined 
effect of want of exercise, heavy dinners, and hot and 
ill-ventilated courts. In town, however, the work is 
still more severe, but less dangerous to health. We 
cannot better explain how severe it really is than by 
sketching for our readers the ordinary day of an English 
judge in term time, or during the sittings at Westminster 
or Guildhall. 

At ten o’clock in the morning then, or at half-past, 
his day begins. By that hour he must take his seat on 
the bench at Westminster and give his mind during the 
whole morning to the discussion of the points of law 
and practice brought before him. He wears a garb, we 
may observe, about as suited to active mental exertion 
as the iron stock was to the Crimean soldier. The “ full 
bottomed ” horror, which was Lord Eldon’s delight, has 
disappeared except on state occasions. Even a barrister’s 
wig is an anachronism, but it is not uncomfortable, and 
his gown is light. But the heavy judicial robes with 
their elaborate tippets, and the judical wig, must be 
exhausting to the wearer. Sometimes, indeed, they 
become unbearable. We have all heard of the free and 
easy style in which our American cousins are said to 
administer justice. A judge in his shirt sleeves is not 
an unknown phenomenon in the United States in hot 
weather; and even in the conservative and decorous 
England, a Baron of the Exchequer has been seen sitting 
without a wig in the dogdays. Such eccentricities, how- 
ever, are frowned upon, and justly, and will never be 
drawn into a precedent. No further innovation on 
costume is likely to be made in our time. We cannot 
afford as yet to do without material symbols of high 
office, or of a learned calling. “Who appears for the 
plaintiff?’ asked an Irish judge one day, when a cause 
was called on. “ What remains of me, my lord,” said 
Curran rising without his wig; and what would remain 
of some legal luminaries if they were divested of their 
forensic robes might puzzle the most expert arithmetician 
to ascertain. 

As a rule the Court sits till four o’clock, and the 
judge then gives himself to an hour or two’s holiday. 
It is probable, however, that even then his mind 
is occupied more or less with some knotty point 
on which the decision of the Court has been withheld, 
and on which he is to “propose’" His evenings cad 
scarcely be altogether idle, because, if painstaking 
and conscientious, he prepares himself for the morrow 
by reading the papers which will come before him. 
When term is over the Nisi Prius Sittings begin, but 
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the the judge has as much to do as before. Instead of the 
arguments of Mr. Crogate he must listen to the eloquence 
of Serjeant Buzfuz, and we should be sorry to decide 
which of the two he finds most wearisome. Over and 
above all this court work, there are endless summonses to 
be heard and orders made at chambers, where he must 
take his turn at listening through long afternoons and 
sometimes until late in the evening, to the wrangling of 
attorney’s clerks cr the more educated, but frequently 
equally frivolous, disputes of contending pleaders. People 
suppose that with the passing of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Acts easy and untechnical law was secured. A few 
hours attendance at chambers would convince them of 
their mistake. 

Now if this be a correct account of a judge’s daily 
labours, it must be admitted that he has almost more to 
do than he can manage; but it by no means follows, 
as we have before now pointed out in this Journal, that 
an increase of the judicial staff is required, at all events 
in the common law courts. The real remedy is, we 
believe, to.be found in a more equal and reasonable dis- 
tribution of judicial work both in town and in the 
country. The town matters will be greatly improved by 
the proposed concentration of the law courts. Instead 
of having, as at present, to rush from Westminster or Guild- 
hall to chambers in Chancery-lane, a judge will only have 
to walk from one part of the same building to another, 
thus saving himself a vast amount of time and physical 
inconvenience. The whole system, moreover, of conducting 
business at chambers needs revision. It occupies the at- 
tention of three judges—one for each court—almost daily 
from two o’clock in the day. Practically even more 
time is occupied than that; for the judge whose duty 
takes him to chambers seldom resumes his seat in Banco 
or at Nisi Prius after luncheon. He ought not, 
we contend, to sié there at all except for the dispatch 
of important contentious business. The vast ma- 


jority of summonses are for further time to plead, 


for leave to plead very ordinary pleas together, and 
for similar matters, of which a master could dispose 
satisfactorily. Ry the simple expedient of referring 
every summons, not important enough for the employ- 
ment of counsel to a master, a really considerable saving 
of judicial strength might be effected. The masters, as 
a rule, are thoroughly educated and competent lawyers 
and already deal with far more important and difficult 
questions than ordinary chamber business presents. 
Why should they not occupy a position somewhat analo- 
gous to that of Chief Clerks in Chancery? 

With regard to circuit work, that requires still further 
reform than that effected by Lord Westbury. Complaints 
arise now, as before, of the press of business on the 
Northern Circuit, whilst on the Midland the work is 
scarcely less heavy. On the Northern, at any rate, it 
would seem a third judge is required, and he could be 
taken without much inconvenience from the Norfolk 
Circuit. Upon the Welsh Circuits one judge is found 
quite sufficient, and the Norfolk Circuit is almost as light 
as they are. It is doubtful, too, whether, under the 
modified system of practice at chambers which we have 
suggested, a “judge in town ” would be necessary. 

No doubt an advocate of increasing the judges in 
number will regard the expedients we have indicated as 
mere make shifts. But they are worth a trial at least, 
before Parliament is asked to grant money for judicial 
purposes. If, however, after every possible reform has 
been effected, legal business still proves too much for the 
hands employed to do it, we are certain that no one will 
grudge the additional expenses necessary for its due per- 
formance. 


NOTICE ACQUIRED BY A PURCHASER OF REAL 
ESTATE BY MEANS OF HIS AGENT ACTUAL 
OR IMPLIED. 

The transfer of the ownership of landed property in 

England inter vivos must now be effected, as a rule, by 

the execution of a written deed, though originally the 








' actual delivery of possession by the form known to all 
students of our law as a feoffment with livery of seisin 
was the mode whereby the property of the soil, or such 
an estate in it as any subject of this realm can possess, 
was passed from one to another. The writing which was 
originally only used as an accessary to the feoffment for 
convenience of proof, and could have been dispensed 
with without, in most cases, affecting its validity, having 
been made by the Legislature a necessary adjunct 
(Statute of Frauds, 29 Car. 2, c. 3), and the same 
authority having since declared that such writing must 
be a deed (8 & 9 Vict. c. 106, 8. 3), and having also in- 
vested a deed with a conveyancing efficacy equal to that 
which, at the present day, belongs to the feoffment (sec- 
tions 2 and 4), there is no longer, in most cases, any 
necessity to require, or advantage in the use of, any 
other form than the execution of a deed in order to 
effect the legal transfer of landed property. But, 
although this be the present state and practice of our 
law, the ancient principles on which the feoffment rested 
must not be lost sight of, as, even at this day, the 
doctrine of our law of real property is coloured and in- 
fluenced by them. The open and visible possession of 
the soil was the basis of the theory of our common law 
conveyancing, and, until the introduction of the Statute 
of Uses, the actual occupation of the possession was an 
essential ingredient in the common assurances of the 
realm. An actual possession formally given at the 
time of the transfer, or an existing occupation cor- 
roborated or enlarged by an additional estate, constituted 
the essence respectively of the feoffment with livery of 
seisin, and the common Jaw lease and release, the two 
principal modes for the transfer of corporeal heredita- 
ments prior to the Statute of Uses. 

The latter Statute enabled the legal transfer of real 
estate to be made without any publicity or actual change 
in the possession, and herein probably only gave effect 
to an habitual tendency which had grown up to avoid 
as far as possible all notoriety in the change of 
ownership. This tendency had been manifested by the 
prevalence of uses at common law, and is. to be found 
in the continued increase, since the statute, of trusts or 
equitable interests in land, which, owing their origin 
to the plastic energy of the Court of Chancery, find 
also their security in the guardianship of that vigilant 
protector. 

There was always an essential distinction in the opera- 
tion of a feoffment and those other modes of transfer 
which have been substituted for it. The ancient form 
required the person using it to be in the actual posses- 
sion, but provided that had been by any means obtained 
so as to give a colour to the formal proceedings, the 
livery of seisin had the efficacy of passing an estate even 
though the assumed feoffer had no legal power to do so, 
and this estate, though tortious, would continue until 
lawfully put an end to by the rightful owner (See 
Butler’s note to Co. Litt. 330b., n. 1.) Whereas, 
under a deed, no estate will pass unless the party purpor- 
ting toconvey have an interest to pass, and do, in fact, 
execute the deed, under such circumstances as are 
required by the law to give the instrument validity ; so 
that the execution of adeed, however perfect in form, by 
@ non-owner, or by the real owner, if under such cir- 
cumstances as the law holds to be inconsistent with a 
conveying mind, will, like a forgery, be deemed a mere 
nullity, and of course operate nothing. When it is con- 
sidered that the right of conveying corporeal heredita- 
ments by deed is a concession from the original doctrines 
of our law and a substitution for the ancient formal | 
notoriety which required the actual delivery of posses- 
sion, it will seem to be a natural corollary that the bur- 
den’ of showing the execution of a deed valid and 
effectual in all respects to pass the interest claimed 
should be thrown upon the claimant thereunder, which 
appears in fact to be the spirit of our law, and the 
effects of which may be recognised even in the rules of 
equity on these subjects. 
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The doctrines of equity having permitted the growth 
of various interests in the land formerly unknown, and 
these having again, by a reflex operation, been the means 
of enlarging the category, an extraordinary develope- 
ment has been attained, and such interests are now in- 
terwoven in an extensive variety with the original simple 
idea of legal ownership, and it is not often that landed 
property, under the complicated relations of modern 
society, can long continue in such a state that the title 
to its enjoyment rests solely on the common law doctrines 
of the legal estate. These equitable doctrines demand, 
and must receive from all those on whom it may devolve 
to advise as to the safety of titles, the most minute and 
unvarying attention. 

As our law of real property admits of a double 
species of ownership—one the legal, and the other the 
beneficial or equitable, and as these may be either both 
combined in the same person or vested, either wholly or 
partially, in different persons, and as where the legal 
ownership is combined with the beneficial, it may 
happen that the latter does not extend to the whole of 
the former, Courts of Equity direct their views princi- 
pally tothe beneficial ownership and do not regard the 
legal possession, except so far the equitable right may be 
conjoined thereto; their inquiries being as to the right 
in foro conscientie which the competitors for the owner- 
ship of property may respectively have. This principle 
is carried so far that where the legal ownership may also 
be consistent with the equitable right, if, according to 
the doctrines of the Court of Chancery, a better equit- 
able right be shown to be in another, that Court will 
not hesitate to take from the legal owner the rights 
which the law would give him, and transfer them to the 
person whose equitable right may be deemed more worthy 
to prevail: Le Neve v. Le Neve, Amb. 436. 

Of all the doctrines which are resorted to in support of 
this formidable jurisdiction scarcely any one plays a more 
important part than that of notice. Courts of Equity 
have always regarded it as a proof of fraud in a person 
who has notice of the equitable rights of another to 
landed property, or an interest therein, and still proceeds 
to clothe himself with the legal ownership. This was 
kept constantly in view in the dealing with uses in their 
fiduciary state prior to the statute, and a distinguished 
legal writer has expressed his doubt whether those assu- 
rances which act upon the legal ownership by virtue of 
the latter statute can, even at law, convey any estate to 
a person who, from having notice of a prior right in 
another person, could not, with aclear conscience, himself 
receive an estate in the land, inconsistent with the prior 
equity in another (see Mr. Butler’s note to Fearn, 
Cont. Rem. 327 1,), and the observations of Lord Hard- 
wicke as to the effect of the Statute of Inrolments on a 
bargain and sale seem to countenance Mr. Butler’s views 
(Le Neve v. Le Neve, ubi sup.). But whatever may be 
the legal effects of such a knowledge on the part of a 
person taking an estate in real property, it is certain that 
in the view of a Court of Equity such a knowledge is 
fatal to a claimant in a competition with a person whose 
rights may have been disregarded by him in his assump- 
tion of the interest he claims. 

The antiquity of the general principles on which our 
Courts of Equity have so long acted is indicated by the 
foregoing allusion to the practice prior to the Statute of 
Uses, and we find that it has been firmly established 
that the notice which has been acquired by means of an 
agent, whether in fact communicated by him to his prin- 

. cipal or not, is, fur this purpose, equivalent to the per- 
sonal knowledge of the latter. This important doctrine, 
which is more frequently brought into operation in the 
case of a solicitor or legal adviser of the person dealing 
with property, has been the established doctrine of the 
Court now for more than a century and a-half ( Brother- 
ton v. Hatt, 2 Vern. 574.) Nay, more, if the solicitor 
be himself the vendor or mortgagor and prepare the 
deeds, and no other legal adviser be employed, he will, 
unless under special circumstances, be held to be the 





agent for the person with whom he is dealing, and the 
latter will be fixed with the consequences of having the 
knowledge imputed to him which his vendor or mort- 
gagor ought to, but may not, communicate to him 
(Sheldon v. Cox, 2 Ed. 224), A restriction on this doc- 
trine was introduced by the case of Kennedy v. Green, 
3 My. & K. 720, the extent of which seems, however, to 
have been sometimes misapprehended. Lord Brougham, 
in that case, held, though the decision was not upon that 
point, that where a solicitor had obtained his client’s 
signature to the execution of a deed, conveying property 
to himself, by a gross fraud which his Lordship believed 
would have supported the plea of non est factum at law, 
but in equity clearly rendered it invalid, and had after- 
wards obtained an advance from another client on the 
security of this deed, the latter employing no other 
solicitor, the knowledge of the fraud committed by the 
solicitor in obtaining the conveyance of the property 
could not be imputed to the client advancing the money. 
The latter could not, in the opinion of his Lordship, be 
fixed in law, and constructively with the knowledge of the 
criminal act which the solicitor had committed, “ merely 
because the solicitor himself, the contriver, the actor, and 
the gainer of the transaction, knew it full well.” 

It seems, however, notwithstanding the last named 
case, that it must now be taken, though there is some 
divergence of jvdicial opinion on the point, that it is not 
sufficient to relieve the client or assumed client from the 
consequences of the imputed knowledge of the solicitor 
of a certain state of facts, and which state of facts may 
render what is then being transacted a gross fraud, of 
which the client, or assumed client, may be the victim, 
that it is not to be presumed because of the effect it must 
have, that such knowledge was communicated. s, for 
instance, a solicitor being himself the owner of property, 
who may have previously incumbered it by deposit of 
deeds, and then suppressing that fact, afterwards raises 
money from another person, on the sanie property, will, 
if the relation of solicitor and client between him and 
the second lender exist, either actually or constructively, 
owing to the non-employment of any other professional 
man, be held to impart to the second lender a knowledge 
of the previous incumbrance, unless this presumption be 
rebutted by actual inquiry on the part of the lender, and 
a reasonably satisfactory reply be returned: Hewitt v. 
Loosemore, 9 Hare, 449. Inthe latter case Sir G. Turner, 
then Vice-Chancellor, though approving what he termed 
“the well-founded and wholesome limitation upon the 
doctrine of constructive notice established by the case of 
Kennedy v. Green,” distinctly disclaimed the adoption 
of that case as the ratio decidendi of his own decision in 
the case before him, which he distinguished because 
“there was no fraud in the original deposit with the 
plaintiff, and no fraud in the mortgage to the defendant, 
if the fact of the deposit with the plaintiff was communi- 
cated ;” and this doctrine has been again referred to by 
him, sitting in the Court of Appeal, as his confirmed 
opinion of the true bearing of the case of Kennedy v. 
Green: Atterbury v. Wallis, 4 W. R. 734, 8 De G. M. & 
G. 454, 

The doctrine that a purchaser or mortgagee who 
employs no solicitor will be fixed with the know- 
ledge of the vendor or mortgagor, who may be himself a 
solicitor, has been questioned, at least as to its applica- 
tion to a case where the purchaser or mortgagee may 
be himself a solicitor or a barrister, and does not require 
a solicitor to be employed for him; and in a case where 
the mortgagee was himself an articled clerk it was 
doubted whether the doctrine could be applied (Zspin vy. 
Pemberton, 3D. G. & J. 547, 7 W. R. 221). This case 
appears, however, to have been decided on the ground 
taken by Sir George Turner in Hewitt v. Lagsemore, that 
the imputed notice being only what the Court implies 
upon a presumption so strong that it cannot be rebutted 
that the knowledge must have been communicated, such 
a presumption cannot be made in the face of evidence 
proving that inquiries have been made by the purchaser 





Aug. 4, 1866. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


961 








or mortgagee, and a reasonable explanation given to 
lull his caution. In a subsequent case, too, where the 
facts seem to have led to the judicial conclusion that 
a solicitor who acted for two parties was, at the time 
of obtaining an advance on the security of the property 
of one of them from the other, acting within the scope 
of his authority, though he subsequently misapplied the 
proceeds, the solicitor was held not be acting for the 
lender so as to fix him with the knowledge of the fraud 
which was contemplated by the solicitor who was ipsi 
doli fabricator. To do so, it was said by Lord Campbell, 
C., “would be really almost exposing the doctrine of 
notice to contempt” (Perry v. Holl, 2D. G. F. & J. 38, 8 
W. R. 570). 

However, in the recent case of Boursot v. Savage, 14 W. R. 
565, where the facts were that, as to two-thirds of the 
property purported to be conveyed, the signatures of two 
of the joint-owners being proved to be forgeries, on the 
principles before adverted to, no estate passed at law or 
in equity, but as to one undivided third part a legal title 
had been acquired by the defendant, provided it could be 
cleared from notice of the trust affecting the property. 
The Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, after a full considera- 
tion of the doctrine in the previous cases, appears to 
have adopted the principle enunciated by Sir G. Turner 
in Hewitt v. Loosemore, as he held that the defendant 
purchasing from one of the joint-tenants who was him- 
self a solicitor, and the defendant employing no other 
solicitor, must have the knowledge imputed to him which 
was possessed by the solicitor of the trust to which the 
property was subject, though not of the fact of the 
forgery by the solicitor of the signatures of his two joint- 
owners; but as the knowledge of the trust alone was 
sufficient, according to the doctrines of the Court, to de- 
prive the defendant of the benefit of his legal estate in 
the one-third, the decision was adverse to him. 

It would seem, therefore, that the cases on this impor- 


tant question warrant us in saying that where no solici- 
tor is employed by a purchaser or mortgagee, the solicitor 
of the vendor or mortgagor, or the vendor or mortgagor 
himself, if he be a solicitor, will be deemed the solicitor 
of the purchaser or mortgagee (unless, perhaps, the latter 
be a solicitor or barrister, or in the profession of the law, 
or distinctly declare his intention of being his own legal 


adviser). And the consequences of this will be that, 
although you may not be able to fix the purchaser 
or mortgagee with the knowledge of the solicitor’s own 
fraud, previously committed, yet you may fix him, with 
the knowledge which he has of a state of facts, 
as then existing, whether produced by the acts of the 
solicitor or otherwise, and which state of facts may render 
the very transaction then being carried out a gross fraud 
upon the purchaser or mortgagee by reason of the sup- 
pression of the knowledge which the solicitor has and 
which it is his duty to communicate. The disastrous 
result to the purchaser or mortgagee will be the same, 
whether the neglect of the solicitor’s duty arise from 
carelessness or design. When the Courts have assumed 
to regard him as a person who pro hac vice acts as the 
solicitor of the purchaser or mortgagee, and being in 
possession of certain information ought to impart that 
to his assumed client, the consequences of any dereliction 
of the duty involved in such an agency must fall on 
him whose interests have been so unfortunately en- 
trusted. 








LEGAL NOTES FOR THE WEEK. 


['The notes of cases under this heading are supplied by the gentlemen 
who report for the Weekly Reporter in the several courts. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
July 21, 25. 
Re Aaricutrurist Carrte InsurANcE COMPANY. 
Stewart's ExecuTors’ Case. 
Agreement ultra vires of directors—Brotherhood’s case. 
This was an appeal from an order of the Master of the 





Rolls, who had refused to place Stewart’s executors’ on 

the list of contributories (10 Sol. Jour. 752). 

Sir H. M. Cairns, and Bush, for the appeal, cited 
Brotherhood’s case, 10 W.R. 707, Ap. 10 W. R. 852; 
Spackman’s case, 12 W. R. 1133, Ap. 138 W. R.479; and 
Stanhope’s case, 14 W. R. 42, Ap. 14 W. R. 266. 

Baggallay, 9.C., and F. J. C. Millar, in reply. 

The LorD CHANCELLOR said that the Master of the 
Rolls held that this case was governed by Brotherhood’s 
case, which was rightly decided, and was a strong deci- 
sion. In that case the agreement was ultra vires of the 
directors, but Brotherhood conformed to all the condi- 
tions fixed by a general meeting of the shareholders, and 
that Stewart did not, though he issued a mandate to 
that effect, the time fixed was of the essence of the agree- 
ment, and the circumstances which prevented Stewart 
from attending thereto were immaterial. He accord- 
ingly reversed the decision of the Master of the Rolls 
with costs out of Stewart’s estate. 

Solicitors, Hull § Murray; Jones, Blaxland, 5 Jones. 

July 25. 
IN RE HESEE & SMITH. 

Expiration of provisional protection—Accidental delay— 
Extension of time for application for letters patent. 
By Rules and Regulations as to Patents, 3rd set, the 

application for the warrant of the law officer, and for 
the letters patent, must be made twelve clear days be- 
fore the expiration of the provisional protection, provided 
that the Lord Chancellor, under special circumstances, 
might allow an extension of the time. Here the appli- 
cation was made three days after the twelve days. 

T. Aston, applied that the time be extended; one of 
the patentees had met with a serious accident, and the 
clerk of his solicitor was not aware of the limit of twelve 
days. 

The Lord Chancellor said he thought the ignorance 
of the clerk was no plea, and that he saw no reason why 
the other applicant did not look after the business. Still, 
as it was hard to deprive the applicants of the benefit 
of the patent, and although he did not wish to encourage 
carelessness, he would give leave to affix the Great Seal. 

Solicitors, Sturmy J Diggles. 

July 28. 
IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPANTES Act, 1862. 

25 § 26 Vict. c. 89, ss. 147-149— Winding-up— A ppoint- 
ment of official liquidator—Discretion of a lower Court 
not to be controlled by a higher in the absence of extra- 
ordinary circumstanees—Subsequent matter to be re- 
Serred to judge who made the original order. 


RE INTERNATIONAL CONTRACT COMPANY. 

This was a motion to set aside an order made by V. C. 
Stuart on July 24, 1866, appointing Tabor and James 
official liquidators, and to add certain others. 

Daniel, Q.C., and Roxburgh, for the appeal, cited 
Northumberland and Durham Banking Company, 2 
D. G. & J. 508, to show that neither a creditor nor a 
shareholder ought to be appointed. 

Sir H. M. Cairns, A.G@., and Napier Higgins, in reply. 

The Lord Chancellor said that a Court of appeal 
should not be called on to control the discretion of a 
lower Court in the absence of most extraordinary cir- 
cumstances; that no such circumstances existed in the 
present case ; that where subsequent matter should have 
arisen, application should be made to the Court which 
issued the original order ; and that he should peremptorily 
refuse all such applications. 

Motion dismissed with costs against all parties served. 

Rr Lonpon, BomBAy, AND MEDITERRANEAN BANK. 

This case (reported 10 S. J. 937) was similar to the 
preceding, save that the parties had given consent to the 
order, or at least had not signified dissent. Instructions 
had been given to oppose the order, which had not been 
followed out, and the case had already been brought 
before the Vice-Chancellor (idid). 
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Craig, Q.C., and Roxburgh, supported the appeal, on 
the grounds that the liquidator was appointed at an im- 
proper time, and was not, as a creditor, a fit person; and 
cited a case before the Master of the Rolls last week, Jn 
re The Birmingham Bank. 

Sir H. M. Cairns, A.G., in reply. 

The Lord Chancellor said that the express consent 
of the parties was not necessary; that the circumstances 
before the Court might be equivalent to consent; and 
that there was, if possible, still less grounds for this than 
for the preceding case. 

Motion dismissed with costs against the parity served. 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
July 30. 

RE THE CoRK AND YOUGHAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 

This was an appeal from an order made by the 
Master of the Rolls to wind up the above company. The 
petition on which the order was made was presented by 
the official liquidator of the London, Hamburgh, and 
Continental Bank. The present appellant had also peti- 
tioned for an order to wind up the company. On the 
28th June an Act called “The Cork and Youghal Rail- 
way Act, 1866,” received the Royal assent. This Act 
enabled the railway company to be wound up, and with 
it were incorporated some of the provisions of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862. On the 29th June the petition of the 
liquidator of the London and Hamburgh Bank was pre- 
sented, and in the morning papers of the same day the 
ordinary ‘advertisement of the petition appeared, in which 
it was stated that the petition had been presented, though, 
as a matter of fact, the advertisement was published some 
hours before the petition was actually presented. Not- 
withstanding this objection the Master of the Rolis made 
the order to wind up, and the order on the face of it 
affected to be made in pursuance of so much of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, as was incorporated with the private 
any 1866, and hot in pursuance of the private Act 
itself. 

Jessel, Q.C., and J. N. Higgins, for the appellant, con- 
tended (1) that there was no evidence to support the 
petition. The affidavit was made by the solicitor to the 
liquidator. (2). There was no allegation that the liqui- 
dator had obtained the leave of the Court to present the 
petition. (3), There wasjno allegation that the petitioner 
was either a contributory or a creditor of the company. 
(4). Security for costs ought to have been given. (5). 
The advertisement was informal. (6). The order was 
wrong in form. It ought to have been made in pursu- 
ance of the private Act. This was material, as the title 
to real estate in Ireland would be affected. There were 
some special provisions in the private Act which were 
not brought into operation by the order which had been 
made by the Master of the Rolls. 

Surrage for the company. 

Roxburgh for Overend, Gurney, & Co. 

Selvyn, Q.C., and Graham Hastings, in support of the 
order of the Master of the Rolls.—The provisions of the 
special Act cannot be excluded by any order made by 
this Court. 

Jessel, Q.C., in reply. 

KNIGHT Bruce, L.J.—The Lord Justice thinks that 
some difficulty may result from the form of the order, and 
that being so, I would rather give way to his opinion, 
though my own impression is rather against the ob- 
jections. 

TURNER, L.J., thought the order ought to have been 
expressed to be made in pursuance of the Cork and 
Youghal Railway Act, 1866, and that some embarrass- 
ment might arise from its not having been so made. On 
that ground alone he thought the Master of the Rolls 
could not stand. 

Solicitors, Deane, Chubb, & Saunders; A. Jones; Wil- 
hinson, Stevens, 5 Co; Young & Co, 





MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
July 20. 
LORD v, LORD. 

This was a motion under the Chancery Amendment 
Act, on 15th rule of the General Orders of 1861, for an 
order to compel the plaintiff to attend and be cross-exa- 
mined upon an affidavit which he had made. 

He had attended on a subpoena, but had refused to be 
cross-examined, on the ground that notice had not been 
given him of the points upon which the cross-examina- 
tion was to be taken. 

Baggallay, Q.C., and Morris, for the motion. 

E. F, Smith and Davey.—The affidavit is not one which 
subjects Lord to cross-examination: Manby v. Bewicke, 
8 D. M. G. 470; Wormsley v. Sturt, 22 Beav. 398. 

Lorp RomMILLy, M.R.—You are entitled to the order, 
He must attend, but you must give him notice of the 
points on which the cross-examination is taken. 

Solicitors, Chantler 5 Crouch; Willoughby 5 Cow. 

July 21. 
Re THE GENERAL INTERNATIONAL AGENCY COMPANY. 
CHAPMAN’S CASE. 
Winding-up— Contributory—Director. 

This was an application to strike Chapman’s name off 
the list of contributories, on the ground that his interest 
in the company was only that of a director. 

The company was formed in 1863 to do a sort of com- 
mission business. Chapman signed the memorandum of 
association for one share only. The articles of associa- 
tion were also signed by him, and his name appeared as 
one of the first directors. The articles of association 
provided that application for and allotment of shares 
were required to constitute a shareholder. The qualifi- 
cation for a director was twenty-five shares. 

On the 12th of February, 1864, Chapman applied for 
sufficient shares to qualify him. On the 13th of Aprilhe 
sent in a formal resignation of the office of director, but 
did not expressly withdraw his application for shares. On 
the next day the allotment of shares was made, but none 
were allotted to Chapman, and his deposit was after- 
wards returned. The winding-up order was made in 
January, 1865. 

E. Charles for Chapman.—This case is governed by 
that of the Marquis of Abercorn, 10 W. R. 392, 451, 549. 

Southgate, Q.C., and Brooksbank, for the official liqui- 
dator.—This case approaches very near to a fraud. The 
company had the benefit of the use of his name, and 
now he is able to escape liability: Stoch’s case, 12 W. R. 
814, 994, was quoted. 

Lorp RomILtLy, M.R.—I do not see how I can dis- 
tinguish this case from that of the Marquis of Abercorn. 
I think a man who allows his name to be used before 
the public ought to be made liable. The Lords 
Justices, however, differed from me on that point, and 
the case was compromised by the Marquis paying 
£10,000, before reaching the House of Lords. I regret 
that the law is such as I have stated, but I have no 
choice but to strike him off. There will be no costs. 

Solicitors, Sewell, Sewell, § Edwards; A. Pulbrook. 

July 24, 25. 

Core v. Davis.—This was an administration suit under a 
will. A question arose on the construction of a clause which 

ve No. 11, Tothill-street, as follows—‘ In trust for the sole 

nefit of my grandson, W. "M. Cole,”’ by oe a gift over in case of 
his dying under 26, which event did not 

F. H. Colt, for the grandson, coma’ that this was an 
absolute gift. 

Southgate, Q.C., appeared for the trustee. 

Hemming, for the children of the testator, contended that there 
was an intestacy. 

July 25.—Lorp Romitty, M.R.—The more I look at this 
case the less doubt I feel that Cole takes an absolute interest in 
the property. I think it is an absolute giftsin case of his attain- 
ing 26, which has in fact happened. 

Solicitor, T. Price. 

July 23, 25, 
TURNER », BURKENSHAW. 

This case came on for further consideration and on an 

adjourned summons from chambers, 
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The defendant was a farmer and had managed the 
plaintiffs property, and at the same time had been 
occupying-tenant of a farm of the defendant. -This 
state of things had continued for more than twenty 
years, and no account had been taken between them. 
The bill was filed for an account. It appeared that a 
considerable sum was due to the plaintiff, and the 
question now arose whether the plaintiff was entitled to 
any interest on the balance due to him. 

Southgate, Q.C., and Nalder, for the plaintiff, quoted 
The Earl of Hardwick v. Vernon, 14 Ves. 504; Pearse v. 
Green, 1 J. & W. 135; Mayor of Berwick v. Murray, 7 
D. M. G. 479. 

Selwyn, Q°C., and Forster, for the defendant. 

LorD ‘RoMILLY, M.R.—I do not think I can give in- 
terest. The accounts have gone on for twenty years no 
notice being taken of any question of interest, and I think 
the plaintiff cannot now claim interest. 

The adjourned summons was upon an application 
by the defendant for remuneration for his management 
of the plaintiff’s property. The original agreement 
between them was that he was to receive £30 a-year, 
but he alleged that by means of his skill the value of 
the plaintiff’s property had been greatly increased and 
he was entitled to a fair commission on such ixcreased 
value. The Chief Clerk had decided against the claim. 

July 26.—His Lordship now confirmed the decision of 
the Chief Clerk. He said that as the agreement had, in 
fact, been made, he could not go into the other con- 
siderations. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, C. § H. Bell. 

Solicitors for the defendant, Coverdale § Co. 


July 12, 13, 26. 
THOMAS v. CHORLEY. 


This was a bill in the nature of a bill of review. The 
purpose of the suit was to set aside an equitable mortgage 


on the ground of fraud, the question was merely one of 


fact. The property was No. 8, Marlborough-road. 

Southgate, Y.C., and Hull, for the plaintiff. 

Cottrill for the defendant. 

July 26.—Lorp RomiItty, M.R.—The decree in the 
original suit was made in 1861. It was decided on the 
assumption that the date of a certain deed was correct, 
and that the deed was executed, as it purported to be, in 
1854. The date is now contested, and the question raised 
by the present bill is one purely of fact, whether that 
date is correct, or whether the deed was only executed 
in 1859. His Lordship was of opinion that the latter 
date was correct, and made a decree to that effect. The 
defendant had to pay the costs. 

Solicitors, Thomas § Son; J. D. Blake. 


July 26. 

SpEeNcER v. SparGo.—This was a motion for an injunction 
to restrain waste by the defendant. 

The suit was for specific performance of a contract to purchase 
an estate. A portion of the srg eg remained unpaid, 
and the plaintiff alleged that he was ready to complete on pay- 
ment of the balance. The money was payable to mortgagees. 
The defendant had made a sub-contract with a brick-making 
company, in which it was alleged that the plaintiff was a share- 
holder, and the defendant stated that he had paid the balance of 
ke purchase-money to the company to answer a call due to the 
plaintiff. 

Field a: pos in supoort of the motion. 

Wood u essel, Q.C., with him) contra. 

Lorp Rominty, M.R.—There is no ground for restraining 
waste. I cannot make the order, If it had been in the terms 
of the prayer of the bill it might have been different. 


July 27. 

CoLLINson 0. COLLINSON.— Will—Construction—* Issue "’— 
“ Children.’’—This was a petition. A question arose upon the 
construction of a will. The words were, “In trust for all and 
etd the issue of A. who should attain twenty-one after the 
death of their mother.’ The question was as to the meaning of 
the word issue. 

Cracknall appeared for the petitioner. 

Loxy Romitty, M.R.—I think the word “issuo"’ may be 
read as “ children.” 

Solicitors, Field, Roscoe, § Co. 





VICE-CHANCELLOR KINDERSLEY. 
July 25. 

MansEL v. THomas.—This was a bill filed by Jane Jones, to 
obtain the true construction of a most eccentrically drawn in- 
denture of settlement made on her marriage with her deceased 
husband Daniel Mansel. No important point occurred in the 


case. 
H. M. Williams for the plaintiff. 
Fry and A. E. Miller for the defendants. 
Solicitor for the plaintiff, Spauil. 
Solicitors for the defendant, Poole § Gamlen ; Stocken. 


July 26. 


Re OvEREND, GuRNEY, & Company (Liurrep).—F. H. Colt 
asked leave to continue p ings in a suit in which the com- 
pany is a party, notwithstanding the company’s being in course 
of a winding-up by order of the Court. 

The facts were that the Carmarthen and Cardigan Railway 
Company being in difficulties, three of their engines had been 
seised by the sheriff, and the plaintiffs in the suit, and several 
other parties, wishing to assist the railway company, raised be- 
tween themselves £4,000 and bought the engines of the sheriff. 
Overend, Gurney, & Co. were among the contributors to this 
fund. The intention of the contributors was to return the 
engines to the railway company, and to be repaid by them in 
three months, or if the railway company should not be in a po- 
sition to repay, to sell the engines and divide the proceeds, e 
proposed arrangement never took effect, and subsequently a bill 
was filed by the plaintiffs to set aside a lease of the engines which, 
it was alleged, one of the contributors who had had the manage- 
ment of the affair had improperly allowed to be made, and to 
have the engines sold. 

KINDERSLEY, V.C., observing that the object of the suit was 
directly beneficial to Overend, Gurney, & Co., granted the ap- 
plication. 

TATE v. JouRDAIN.—In 1862 Messrs. W. Tate & Nevill 
Jourdain entered into partnership as solicitors. Mr. Tate sub- 
sequently died. 

Glasse, Q.C., and G. N. Colt, for his representatives, now 
moved for a receiver as against Mr. Jourdain, the surviving 
partner. 

Baily, Q.C., and Clement Berkeley, for the defendant. 

The parties came to an arrangement. 

Solicitor for the plaintiffs, Coward. 

Solicitors for the defendant, Bannister ¢ Robinson. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR WOOD. 
July 27. 

In RE GLAMORGAN [Ron Works (Companigs Acz, 1862).— 
This matter has already been mentioned in the Solicitors’ 
Journal (vide p. 885). The petitioner, a creditor of the com- 
pany, asked for a winding-up order. He had refused to pay 
ped further calls, and several of the other shareholders 
followed his example. Actions had been commenced against 
him and such other refusing shareholders, and were still pend- 
ing. The committee of investigation had reported that without 
these calls the company could not goon. Under these circum- 
stances, and after hearing 

Rolt, Q.C., and Haddan, for the petitioner; and Giffard, 
Q.C., Conybeare, and Bardswell, for the company, 

Woop, V.C., ordered the petition to stand over until Michael- 
mas Term, without prejudice to the proceedings at law, and 
with liberty for all parties to apply. 

Solicitors, Mercer § Mercer. 

July 28. 
ROBERTS v, POLLARD, TURNER v. WILSON. 

This was a petition for sale of a portion of a sum of 
£35,000 in court sufficient to pay a debt of £10,000 and 
interest. The suits were two of those that arose out of 
the winding-up under a deed of inspectorship of the 
business of Edward Brown Wilson, the circumstances of 
which are stated in the suits of Singleton v. Selwyn, 
12 W. R. 98, and Selwyn v. Harrison, 2 J. & H. 334. 
The petitioners were the bankers of the inspectors; and 
a clause of the inspectorship deed gave the inspectors 
power to overdraw their banking account by £10,000, or 
to borrow that amount from their bankers on mortgage. 
They had, however, overdrawn their account by 
£24,476, although the bankers had notice of the 
deed of inspectorship. The bank had secured this debt, 
or a large portion of it, by a judgment. The accounts of 
the concern are being taken in chambers. 

Osborne, Q.C., and Speed, for the bankers. 

Daniel, Q.C., for Pollard (one of the inspectors) took no 
part in the argument. 
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G. M. Giffard, Q.C., and Cadman Jones, for the Bow- 
ling Iron Company, who were creditors toa very large 
amount, not only for debts due at the date of the in- 
spectorship deed, but also for subsequent advances, and 
who had secured their debt by a judgment prior to that 
of the bankers, insisted that the bankers had no right to 
such priority as the petition asked for. 

Woon, V.C., refused the petition. 

Solicitors, W. Hartley ; Field, Roscoe, J Co. 


Lioyp v. LioyD. 
Adjourned summons. 

The question was whether a clause of forfeiture in the 
will of the testatrix in the cause did or did not take 
effect. The clause provided that forfeiture should take 
place if the person in question should by any act or 
default, or by operation of law, alien, charge, or dispose of 
his life interest. He had been adjudicated bankrupt on 
his own petition shortly before testatrix’s death, but, 
before any proeeedings had been taken beyond the 
appointment of the official and creditors’ assignees, the 
bankruptcy was annulled. 

G. M. Giffard, 9.C., and Nalder, for the summons, 
argued that no forfeiture had taken place. The annul- 
ment of the bankruptcy had the same effect as if it had 
mever occurred. They relied on White v. Chitty, 1 
L, Rep. Eq. 372, 14 W. R. 366; 14 W. RB. 366. 

Daniel, Q.C., and Rasch, for parties interested in the 
gift over. In White v. Chitty, an official assignee had 
been appointed, here there has been also a creditors’ 
assignee. Dorsett v. Dorsett, 30 Beav. 256; Smalleombe 
v. Olivier, 13 M. & W. 77. 

Lascelles, for the trustees of the will, who were the 
plaintiffs. 

Woop, V.0. (without hearing a reply) said that 
the true principle was that you must see whether an 
actual forfeiture had occurred. This man had by his 
own act done what, if standing alone, would amount to 


a forfeiture. The question was whether, the bankruptcy 
being annulled, the alienation was to be considered as 
having taken effect according to the testatrix’s intention. 
Her wish was to provide for this son as long as she could, 
therefore the Court must adopt that construction which 
would give him the income, unless he had effectually got rid 


of it. His Honour’s only doubt had been whether the 
acts of third parties could vary the rights under the 
will. This proceeding took place as soon as possible, i.¢., 
at the first meeting of the creditors. This was not a 
similar case to that in which a man assigns his rights, 
and, then, after discovering that his assignment has put 
an end to his rights, gets a release. There the assign- 
ment stands. Here the assignees had not interfered, and 
his honour must hold that the interest under the will 
did not pass from the son. 

Costs to be costs in the cause. 

Solicitors for the plaintiffs, Clutton § Ade. 


Ix RE SHREWSBURY AND NortHu WaLes Raitway.—This 
was an ordinary petition by a company for payment out of 
court to them of the money paid into court on a compulsory 
purchase of land. The petition was opposed on the ground that 
this money ought to remain in court as a security for the con- 
struction of certain accommodation works which they were 
i 7 construct. 

for the company. 

Fooks for the rover mn 

Woop, V.C., overruled the objection and granted the prayer 
of the petition with some alterations. 


July 29. 

CuaTrizty v. Berentoiy.—Adjourned ‘summons. This 
suit was for administration of the estate of a testatrix, who had 
by her will executed a power of appointment given her by a 
deed, by which certain property conveyed to trustees 
= trust to sell with trusts of the purchase-money as she 
should appoint. A sale had been effected under an order of the 
Court, but the purchaser objected to pay his purchase-money to 
anyone but the trustees, and the question was whether the 
trustees should omvey under their trust for sale and receive the 
money under the receipt clause, or should convey under the 
trust and in accordance with the appointment in the will, He 





suggested the difficulty that a subsequent will might turn y 
after he had paid his purchase. 7 
Rodwell for the trustees. 
Osler for the purchaser. 
Woop, V.C., said the purchaser had a right to be made 
thoroughly sure. 
July 30. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. RICHMOND. . 


In this cause, reported in 14 W. R. 686, 

Kay now moved ex parte that the decree might be 
revived by the common order of revivor against the pre- 
sent board, the successors of the gentlemen who formed 
the board at the date of the decree. 

Woop, V.C., thought the proper course would be to file 
a supplemental bill against the new board. 


In rE Tue Era Assurance Socrety.—This was a claim 
against the above society, which is now being wound up, on 
behalf of the Consols Association, another Assurance company. 

Rolt, Q.C., and Roxburgh, supported the claim. 

Gifard, Q.C., and Ince, resisted it. 

oop, V.C., thought the transaction in which the companies 
had mutually engaged, and on which the present cluim was 
founded, was ultra the powers of the Era, and refused the 
claim with costs. 








COMMON LAW. 


McAndrew v. Chapple, 14 W. R. 893. 

This case adds one more to the long list of decisions 
in which the Courts at Westminster have had to say 
whether a statement embodied in a charter-party is to 
be considered a mere representation, or is to be con- 
strued as a warranty. In McAndrew v. Chapple the 
action was brought by the owners of a vessel against 
the charterers for not loading a cargo according to the 
terms of a charter-party, which provided that the vessel 
should, with all convenient speed, having liberty to take 
an outward cargo for owners’ benefit direct or on the 
way, proceed to Alexandria, and there load from the 
factor of the charterers a full and complete cargo of 
cotton. The vessel took an outward cargo for owners’ 
benefit to Constantinople, and was delayed there for 
some days. When the vessel arrived at Alexandria the 
defendants refused to load a cargo, alleging that they 
were discharged from any liability under the charter- 
party in consequence of the deviation of the vessel from 
her direct course, caused by her going to Constantinople. 
In other words, the defendants maintained that the 
clause in the charter-party by which the shipowners 
contracted to sail to Alexandria with all convenient 
speed was a warranty, and that as this warranty had 
not been complied with they were not bound by any of 
the provisions of the charter-party. It was not disputed 
that the shipowners had, by sending the vessel to Con- 
stantinople, broken the agreement to sail to Alexandria 
with all convenient speed. The defendants had not 
been injured by the delay caused by the vessel going out 
of her direct path, except through a fall in freight 
which had taken place. The Court of Common Pleas 
held that the clause in the charter-party, providing that 
the vessel should proceed to Alexandria with all con- 
venient speed, was not a condition precedent to the 
obligation of the defendants to load a cargo, and that 
the plaintiffs were, therefore, entitled to succeed in their 
action. It does not, of course, follow that because the 
clause in question in the charter-party was held not to 
be a warranty that the defendants are without a remedy 
against the plaintiffs for any damage that may have 
resulted from the omission of the plaintiffs to proceed 
direct to Alexandria, The charterers may now bring an 
action against the shipowners, and will, probably, be 
held entitled to recover from them all damage caused by 
the deviation and consequent delay_of the vessel. We 
had occasion a short time ago to comment upon the 
decision of the Court of Common Pleas in the case of 
Lane v. Nixon, in which the extent of the implied 
warranty of seaworthiners in a voyage policy of insur- 
ance was much discussed, and in our remarks upon that 
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case we pointed out the peculiar nature of a warranty in 
a policy of marine insurance. A warranty in a charter- 
party has much the same effect. If it be not strictly and 
literally complied with the agreement contained in 
the charter-party never acquires any binding force as 
against the party entitled to demand the performance of 
the warranty. Thus, if the stipulation in dispute in 
McAndrew v. Chapple had been held to be a warranty 
the charter-party would never have become a contract 
binding upon the charterers, because the warranty had 
been broken. Nothing could be more undesirable than 
that the doctrine of warranties in charter-parties should 
be extended beyond its present limits, and it may even 
be doubted whether those limits do not go somewhat 
beyond the bounds that sound common sense and con- 
siderations of practical utility might dictate. 

As the law stands at present, as explained in Behn 
v. Burness, 11 W. R. 496, which may now be considered 
the leading case upon this subject, it is really almost 
impossible to say, with any confidence, whether any 
given statement in a charter-party will be held by the 
Courts at Westminster a warranty or a mere representa- 
tion. The Court in giving judgment in that case say 
that they “ must be influenced in the construction, not 
only by the language of the instrument, but also by the 
circumstances under which, and the purposes for which, 
the charter-party was entered into.” 

Now, it may be, and, probably is, impossible to lay 
down any clear and precise rule, to be deduced from the 
principles established in Behn v. Burness, as to when a 
statement ought to be considered a warranty and when 
a mere representation, but the very difficulty of laying 
down any rule should make the Courts extremely careful 
in deciding that any particular representation is to be 
construed as a warranty. It must in almost any case be 
next to impossible to feel sure that a particular state- 
ment was intended by the parties to the contract to be a 
warranty. If the exact nature of a warranty were 
always known to both contracting parties it is probable 
that the Courts would seldom have to decide the question 
of warranty or no warranty, as the parties themselves 
would usually exclude the possibility of such a construc- 
tion by express terms inserted in the agreement. If this 
question were not governed by authority it might well be 
contended that the most useful rule that could be laid 
down would be that no statement contained in a charter- 
party should be held to be a warranty unless there was 
something in the charter-party itself which expressly 
indicated that the parties to the contract intended that 
the statement should be so construed. Such a rule as 
this could hardly produce any hardship. If one of the 
contracting parties were guilty of a breach of a stipula- 
tion he might be compelled in an action for the breach 
of contract to pay for any loss which such breach had 
occasioned. If, however, by the breach of a clause the 
whole object of a charter-party were frustrated, and the 
charterer could derive no advantage from the contract— 
as ifaship delayed so long in sailing that it became 
impossible to procure any cargo—then the charterer 
would be released from any liability, as the shipowner 
in such a case would, by his own wrongful act or default, 
have rendered it impossible to carry out the original 
purpose of the contract, and this result would be effected 
by the application of principles unconnected with the 
technical rules relating to warranties. 

The doctrine of warranties in charter-parties has, how- 
ever, been extended much further than any such limits 
as those just mentioned, and it is clear that, according to 
the rule laid down in Behn v. Burness, the Court will 
look beyond the written evidence of the contract, and 
will examine the surrounding circumstances at the time 
at which the charter-party was entered into, and will 
consider whether the importance of the particular state- 
ment, regard being had to the object of the voyage, Xc., 
is such that it is to be assumed that the parties intended 
the statement to operate as a warranty, McAndrew v. 
Chapple seems, however, now to show that the Courts 





think that the application of the rules relating to 
warranties in charter-parties is not to be any further 
extended, although they have again recognised in this 
case the law as it had previously been laid down. This 
case is not important as establishing any novel proposi- 
tion of law, but it deserves attention, as marking, with 
tolerable accuracy, to what lengths the rules laid down 
regarding warranties will be carried. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the MASTER OF THE ROLLS.) 

July 30.—Troup v. Ricardo. This case was argued on the 
28th ult. His Lordship upon taking his seat this morning 
held up a bundle of papers, which he said had just been 
sent to him by Mr. Troup. His Lordship proceeded to say 
of this proceeding—‘‘If Mr. Troup sends me another paper 
of sort or description, I will not look into his case at all. 
I will simply dismiss the bill with costs, and he can appeal. 
Mr. Troup evidently is ignorant of the meaning of justice, 
and, if he thinks that by ex parte reflections on those opposed 
to him, and by an utter disregard of all the forms of justice, 
he can advance his interests, he must be taught that he is 
mistaken.” 

His LorpsuiP wished a shorthand writer’s note to be 
taken of those observations, and directed the costs thereof to 
be the costs in the cause. 


ASSIZE INTELLIGENCE. 
NoRTHERN CIRCUIT. 
LANCASHIRE, 

July 25.—Wilson v. Brogden.—This cause, which an was 
action to try whether the plaintiff was entitled to the whole 
of the shore of Morecambe-bay, was necessarily made a re- 
manet, it being one which, in the opinion of his Lordship 
and the learned counsel engaged, would consume three days 
in trying, and the learned Judge said he would take measures 
to have that time alloted to it at the next assizes. 

Mr. Temple, Q.C., Mr. Mellish, Q.C., and Mr. J. A. Russell, 
were the counsel engaged forthe plaintiff ; Mr. Manisty,Q.C., 
Mr. Jones, Q.C., and Mr. Kemplay, for the defendant. 

It is thought that this case is one of t hardship, as 
the plaintiff has, it is said, already incu a cost of about 
£1,000 in counsel and witnesses, and the defendant about 
£700. But, when there is not time on the circuit to try 
any accidentally heavy cause, under present arrangements, 
it is difficult to say what other course could be taken. The 
real truth makes itself continually felt that, as at present 
distributed, there is not judge power enough to do the 
work of the country. 

WESTMINSTER POLICE-COURT. 

July 28.—Mr. Richard Minshull Veal, soliciter, 19, 
Abingdon-street, Westminster, appeared to an adjourned 
summons charging him with conspiring to defraud and 
forgery. 

Mr. George Lewis, for the complainant, Mrs. Lucy Broad, 
said that since the adjournment he had been able to complete 
an investigation he had commenced, and the result of that 
was that on behalf of Mrs. Broad, and with her entire sane- 
tion, he was happy to be in a position to withdraw from the 
charge against Mr. Veal, and also to withdraw any imputa- 
tions that had been cast on him or his character during the 
progress of the case. He ought to state that the summons 
was obtained under the advice of the counsel, and he was not 
consulted in the matter; as far, however, as he could see, 
Mrs, Broad had acted perfectly bend side in the matter, and 
uuder the belief that she was pursuing a proper course, In 
his own mind he was assured in the fact that this summons 
should never have been taken out, and he felt equally certain 
that Mr. Veal was entirely innocent of the p aa The 
case, however, or rather title on the claim of Mrs. Broad, 
was going to be tried in a court of equity, as she claimed 
through a daughter of the testator, who died in 1739 He 
made these public retractions with every feeling of kind- 
ness towards Mr. Veal, and wished, on the part of Mrs, 
Broad, as well as himself, to be allowed to withdraw from 
the charge. 

Mr, Sleigh, on the part of Mr. Veal, thanked Mr, Lewis 
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for the fairness with which he had carried on his case so far 
as it had gone. Had Mr. Lewis contented himself with his 
withdrawal, and not entered into the question of title again, 
he would have had no further remark to make, but now felt 
bound to say a few words on that point. Mr. Lewis had 
been acting under an erroneous impression, and Mrs. Broad 
had not been acting bond jide in the matter. For weeks 
before she commenced these proceedings she had seen Mr. 
Hammond, solicitor, of Furnival’s-inn, now present, who 
had distinctly told her that he was the grandson of the 
Rev. Henry Hammond of Horsell, and that his grandfather 
had been educated at Magdelen Hall, Oxford, and was not 
the Hammond of St. John’s College, Cambridge. The learned 
counsel then went on to look at the character of Mrs. Broad, 
and (though cautioned byMr. Lewis) stated that she had not 
married a Mr. Ede, at St. Mary’s, Charing-cross, as she had 
stated; that she had married a Mr. Rawlings; that she had 
had three husbands, and although she now said she was a 
widow, knew well that her husband was alive. She had 
obtained money under the grossest impositions, had begun 
actions, and laid claim to other property at Guildford; and 
he felt bound to say that she was an adventuress and an 
impostor, and a person against whom the public should 
be warned. He then produced documents to prove that 
she could not be descended through the person she said, 
and laid facts before the Court, on which it was said it was 
— that this was a totally unfounded, vexatious, criminal 
charge. 
Mr. ARNOLD.—Mr. Veal, you will allow me to say that I 
have great pleasure in dismissing this summons, After 
what Mr. Lewis has said I can have no hesitation myself 
in adding that I believe this charge to be an utterly un- 
founded one. It is a great satisfaction to me having to 
address you, a member of a respectable profession, to say 
these few words. At the same time I cannot allow this case 
to be dismissed without publicly taking some share of blame 
to myself for the facility with which I issued the summons, 
I did so upon the representation of counsel, who made a 
statement to me that it was a clear and gross case of con- 
spiracy. He did, certainly, not represent to me that it was 

inst a professional gentleman that he applied ; but in 
his statement to. me he represented—and upon his own 
showing I thought he was stating it all fairly—that it was a 
very clear case indeed of conspiracy, in which, it was 
alleged, there had been a suppositions person, an infant 
taken out of the workhouse and put forward as the heir to 
property ; aud, acting under the circumstances entirely 
upon the faith of that gentleman’s representation, I was 
induced to issue the summons. From the length of time I 
have been a magistrate I ought hardly to require any 
caution, but, I must confess, it will be a caution to me in 
future, not to act upon the representations of any person 
except upon oath. I am happy to discharge you from 
farther attendance, and I am perfectly satisfied in my own 
mind that there is not a tittle of foundation for the charge 
that has been brought against you. 

In the course of the afternoon a Mr. Burgess exhibited 
a charge against Mrs. Broad. He said that in February, 
1863, she took a furnished house of him in Cumberland- 
street, Pimlico, and gave him a sham cheque in payment of 
a Claim he had against her. He came to this court, and Mr. 
Selfe granted him a summons, but she absconded: The 
name she passed under at that time was Barless. He saw 
no more of her until twelve months ago, when he met her 
on board a steamboat, and followed her through the City to 
give her in charge, but while he was speaking to a policeman 
she escaped. He came to this court a fortnight ago and saw 
her, but was recommended not to interfere Fates her 
prosecution of Mr. Veal. He had again attended that day 
(Saturday) to make his complaint, but she was not present. 
tow ARNOLD directed a summons to be issued against Mrs, 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Law CLAsses, 

Sir,—As the principle upon which the classes are to be 
conducted for the future is now under consideration, and as 
there is some doubt as to whether any. adequate alterations 
and or ton will be considered either “ necessary or 
advisable,” pardon my intruding this letter upon your 
valuable space. 

What the articled clerk wants is some system whereby 





his studies may be profitably directed, and the knowledge 
which he acquires by reading, previously allotted, may 
tested, and, where imperfect, improved by explanation and 
reference. Now, it was hoped that the classes, with the 
information which was given, would, to a very great extent, 
have satisfied this want, but it is not too much to say that 
they have failed to do so, simply on account of the system 
pursued. 

The lecture system fails as regards the articled clerk 
(though it may work well with the Inns of Court classes), 
because, if the notes taken are preety worked out, this 
occupies a great deal more time than he has at his disposal, 
and, consequently, as a rule, the notes are never used. To 
remedy this state of things the classes are established, but, 
being conducted on much the same general principle as the 
lectures, have not met with ptm 

The attendance at the classes exceeded the most sanguine 
expectations of the council, and I do most earnestly hope 
that they will be practically influenced by the recommenda- 
tions which have been forwarded to them, * cially as the 
opinion previously expressed as to the necessity for classes 
was found to be quite correct. I unhesitatingly affirm that 
the plan which has been proposed is thoroughly feasible, 
and needs only a trial to insure its success. If, however, 
it necessitates increased attendance on the part of the 
readers, and an alteration of existing arrangements, the 
remuneration offered will command efficient readers, and 
the wisdom of the council, with the suggestions which have 
been made, will prove equal to the task. It is to be hoped 
that too much liberty, as has been the case, will not be 
given to the readers, who are barristers, and, to some extent, 
unacquainted with the requirements of the articled clerk, 
and, while they should be invested with a reasonable dis- 
cretion, they ought not to ignore the principle upon which 
the classes are to be conducted. 

The student’s timidity, which has been urged as the chief 
reason against the adoption of the catechetical system, does 
not exist elsewhere, and I am at a loss to conceive why it 
should be thought peculiar to the gentlemen attending the 
classes at the Law Institution. An influential portion of 
them has, however, negatived the existence of any such 
objection, and that should be sufficient. 

The 162 articled clerks, whose subscriptions to the classes 
amounted to £486, fairly show that articled clerks are 
willing to support the council, who should not, as I am sure 
they will not, disappoint the future subscribers. If, how- 
ever, the classes should unfortunately again fail the council 
will not surely withhold their sanction—without which I 
think no plan will succeed—to any well-devised scheme 
that may be introduced by some other of the existing in- 
stitutions. : 

I acknowledge with gratitude the courtesy of the council, 
and exceedingly regret that circumstances and experience 
justify a difference of opinion. 

Permit me most emphatically to contradict the erroneous 
idea which seems extensively to prevail that ad/ the present 
means of private teaching consist of nothing more than 
mere ‘* rg, A the existence of which, in many cases, 
no one denies. is an unpardonable act of injustice to 
the gentlemen of whom I now speak—expensive as their 
terms are—to place such a construction upon their in- 
valuable services, without which most gentlemen who have 
taken honours, and many who have passed creditably, might 
have occupied different positions. W. J. Fraser. 





INTERNATIONAL Law. 
Sir,—In answer to the two inguiries of X. Y. Z., under 
this head, in your last (ante, 942), I beg to remark— 
1. The rule is, that as to everything, that is incident to 
the remedy at law, for a breach of the contract, the lex loci 
fori in which the remedy is sought shall prevail : Rothschild 


* These recommendations are understood to have been substan- 
tially as follows:—(1) That books of principles rather than of practice 
should be selected as class books; (2) that portions of the selected 
books should be allotted for preparation prior to the assembling of 
the class, and that the selected portions should be illustrated and 
commented on by the reader; (3) that a few questions should be 
issued to the class at each meeting, to be answered in writing, such 
answers to be commented on and corrected at the next meeting ; (4) 
that the allotted portion of the class books should be discussed as far 
na possible catechetically; (5) that the duration of each meeting 
should be extended from an hour to an hour and a-half, and that no 
cnss should exered twenty-five in number, nor meet oftener than 
twice a week ; (6) that the three subjects of study (Equity, Convey- 
ancing and Common Law) should be taken successively and not con- 
temporaneously as heretofore,—Ed. 8. J. 
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+. Currie, 1 Q. B. 48, 49; Huber v. Steiner, 2 Scott, 304, ; 
326; Chitty on Contracts, 5th ed., 1853, z 91. Surely 
is incident to the remedy, within the above rule? 
And “The Statute of Frauds merely adds a further re- 
uisite to the validity of certain contracts, namely, that 
shall, besides being good in other respects, be put into 
wnting, otherwise 2o action shall be maintained upon them:” 
Wn. Pers. Prop., 5th ed., 1864, p. 74. My conclusion is, 
therefore, that if an action shall be tried in English courts 
on these contracts, though they may be valid in France, the 
plaintiff will certainly lose the day, through failure of statu- 
tory evidence. 

9. The appointment to the heirs of A. would be a future 
contingent estate for the person who, at A.’s decease, would 
answer the description of heir to his freehold estates. 
Unless the appointment forms part of the deed of settle- 
ment, A. takes no estate of freehold under the exercise of 
the power, and, therefore, no fee simple. For ‘an estate 
in fee simple is a gift to a man and his heirs, and not simply 
to the heirs of a man (Wms. Real Prop. 6 ed., aw i 235). 
I contend that A.’s estate remains unaltered. C. 8. A. 





Sir,—In answer to X. Y. Z.’s second question (10 Sol. Jour. 
943) it is clear that A. would take the fee, in the same 
manner as if the limitation to his heirs had been contained 
in the original grant. J. K. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Sir Benson Maxwett, Knt., at present Recorder of 
Prince of Wales’s Island, to be Recorder of Singapore. 

Witi1am HAcKETT, +» late Chief Justice of the Gold 
Coast, to be Recorder of Prince of Wales’s Island. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, July 26. 
TuE HEtston ELEcTION PETITION. 

On the order of the day for the adjourned debate on the 
report of the Helston: Election Committee, and on the resolu- 
tion ‘That according to the law and usage of Parliament, it 
is the duty of the sheriff or other returning officer in England, 
in case of an equal number of votes being polled for two or 
- candidates at an election, to return all such candi- 

tes.” 

Mr. Lowe said he gathered that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the right hon. gentleman the member for 
feuth Lancashire thought that there ought to be no recorded 
opinion of the House on the subject, and that being so, he 
was anxious of withdrawing the motion. 

Mr. Ayrton said they would all agree that it was desirable 
that the question should be settled, and on that ground it 
would be well that the resolution should be agreed to. 

Sir F. Gotpsmip said hc thought the House ought not 
to attempt to settle matters of a by resolution. If the 
law were settled they need not pass a resolution, and if the 
law was not settled they ought not to pass a resolution, 

Mr. D. GrirFitH remarked that the bill of the hon. mem- 
ber for Honiton (Mr. Goldsmid), which took away the 
ordinary vote of the returning officer and gave him a casting 
vote, would have afforded a fair solution to this question. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said he was sure the House 
would think that the right hon. member for Calne had not 
only performed his duty, but had done a service to the 
House in bringing this question before them. At the same 
time he thought there was great force in what had fallen 
from the hon. member for Reading (Sir F. Goldsmid), This 
was a question on which there was a law at present, although 
different opinions might be entertained as to what the law 
was. For his own part he held it to be the law that where 
there was an equality of votes for two candidates there 
should be a double return; and in the present state of 
matters the law of Parliament should be settled by an elec- 
tion committee of that House. On tho other hand, if any 
one thonght that the law ought to be made more clear, or 
that it should be altered, that exposition and that alteration 
should be made, not by resolution, but by legislation. It 
Was obvious that such a bill could not be carried this session ; 
but there was no probability that any inconvenience would 
arise from postponing the matter till next year. 


Mr. Locxs did not think that that was a sufficient reason 
for leaving the law undetermined, and he considered that 
the House would do well to adopt the motion. 

Mr. Gotpsmin said that his billstood on the paper, and 
would therefore come before the House at a later period of 
the evening. At all events the motion of the right hon. 
gentleman seemed to him to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. Pautt said it would be unfortunate if it should go 
forth that there was any doubt as to the law, and he there- 
fore thought the resolution a very salutary one. 

Mr. Lowruer observed that the hon. gentleman’s bill 
was the 22nd order of the day, and was not likely to be dis- 
cussed. Besides, he had understood that it was to be with- 
drawn and the matter left in the hands of the Home 
Secretary. 

The House then divided— 

DRI ays. 2% cas qnnateneinasssSlnasctecsnce daneaerkeus 


The motion of Mr. Lowe was then adopted. 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA. 
Hunt v. PENNSYLVANIA CENTRAL RartRoaD Co. 
A party is not liable for injuries resulting from negligence of 
a contractor employed in erecting buildings for him. 

Certificate from Nisi Prius. 

Judgment by AcNEw, J. 

We agree with our brother who tried this cause at Nisi 
Prius, that the true interpretation of the contract between 
the railroad company and Allison, the contractor, did not 
make the company Tiable for the manner in which he per- 
formed his work. The word instructions, used in the agree- 
ment, referred to the kind of structure, design, materials, 
combinations, and all matters pertaining to the planning of 
the building to be erected. But as to the mode of accom- 
ey the work which the contractor undertook, he was 
eft to his own skill and judgment. His contract was to do 
the work in a substantial and workmanlike manner, and he 
was bound therefore to bring to its execution the degree of 
skill and care necessary to perform his covenant. 

We may also remark upon the contract as bearing upon 
other questions, that the persons employed upon the work 
were necessarily to be hired by the contractor, who under- 
took the whole. By its terms the company were to be in- 
volved in the work or employment of hands only if upon his 
failure they availed themselves of the option given by the 
agreement, to treat his contract as forfeited, do the work, 
and charge him with the costs. Now the declaration averred, 
and it was material to prove that the deceased was employed 
by the company; for the gravamen alleged was the duty to 
provide sound material and skilful persons in the erection of 
the building, and their neglect, in this respect causing the 
injury and death of the deceased. But there was not a 
spark of proof of his employment by them, while the evi- 
dence showed that the work of setting up the iron rafters, 
which fell and caused his injury, was done by Allison, the 
contractor. Now this fact, coupled with the contract which 
required this work to be done by him, left no doubt that the 
deceased was employed by him. But it is sufficient to say 
the burthen of the proof to show his employment by the 
company devolved on the plaintiff, and she gave no evi- 
dence of it. 

This brings us to the chief point in the argument of the 
a, in error, to wit, that the company was bound to 
urnish sound materials, and a suitable and safe plan of con- 
structing the support of the rafters, and that their fall af- 
forded a presumption that either the materials or the design of 
the structure was insufficient to support the ponderous iron 
rafters when hoisted upon their columns. Upon this as- 
sumption of the fact, the judge, it is said, was asked to in- 
struct the jury that the company was answerable for negli- 

nee. Thishastwoanswers. It was most distinctly proved 

y the plaintiff, and without conflict of evidence, that the 
falling of the rafters was owing to their not being properly 
braced when hoisted. There was not a tittle of evidence to 
show that either the materials or the supporting structure 
was at fault. The next answer is, that the defendants did not 
call on the judge to instruct upon the inference as to mate- 
rials and structure, but that the — proof of neg- 

t 





ligence and unskilfulness on the part of the person perform- 
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ing the work ; and that they must account for the falling, 
by proof of some cause not arising in negligence or fault in 
the performance of it. 

The points, therefore, involved the character of Allison, 
the contractor, and his mode of performing the work, and 
are founded in the idea that both he and the deceased were 
employés under the same principal. But here the proof 
wholly failed, for the plaintiff had not proved that Allison 
and the deceased were employed under the defendants as a 
common principal; while the defendants had shown that 
Allison was a contractor, not a mere enployé, and that the 
deceased, if oy ed by either, must have been employed 
by Allison. e seas judge refused the plaintiff’s point 
in view of these facts, and in this he did not err. I am not 
aware that it was ever held in any case that one who employs 
a contractor to erect a building or to do any other mecha- 
nical work, hecomes a guarantor to all the employés of the 
contractor for his skill and care in performing the work. In 
such a case the contractor is the principal of the persons 
whom he employs ; and if his character for skilfulness and 
carefulness are to be ascertained, it is for those he employs 
to inquire into it. 

These views render the other assignments.of error of no 
consequence. 

Judgment affirmed. 


A New Jersey coroner’s jury have determined to test the 
question whether anybody can be made responsible for 
railway murders. They have returned a verdict of man- 
slaughter against the president and superintendent of the 
New Jersey Railway in the case of the killing a citizen at an 
unprotected crossing. 








COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY VACATION NOTICE. 

During the vacation all applications to the Court of Chan- 
cery, which are of an urgent nature, are to be made at the 
chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart. 

All applications ex parte, up to and including the 1st Sep- 
tember, 1866, are to be sent to the Master of the Rolls by 
post, accompanied with the brief of counsel, indorsed with 
the terms of the order applied for, and a cover, for book- 
post, capable of receiving the papers to be returned, with 
sufficient stamps affixed thereon, without address. 

On applications for injunction, or writs of ne exeat regno, 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affi- 
davits in support of the application. 

The papers sent to the Master of the Rolls will, when any 
order is made thereon, be returned direct to the Registrar, 
accompanied with such order as the Master of the Rolls may 
have thought fit to make thereon. 

When the Master of the Rolls declines to make any order 
thereon, the papers will be returned to the solicitor who sent 
them, according to the address given by him. 

The Master of the Rolls’ address, when he leaves London, 
can be obtained on application at the chambers of the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir John Stuart, 11 and 12, Old-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn, or at the Registrar's office. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart will 
be open on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in 
every week, from eleven to one o'clock. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quotation, August 2, 1866, 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

3 per Cent. Consols, 88} Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Aug. 9, 883 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 
3 per Cent Reduced, 87§ Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. 8 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 879 Ditto, £500, Do, pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, £100 & £200, Do‘\pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 — Ct, (last half-year) 248 
Annuities, Jan. 60 — Ditto for Account, — 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 104 p Ct. Apr. ‘74 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 106} 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70 103 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 68 Do. Do.. 5 per Cent., Aug. ’66 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000, pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4perCent.— | Ditto, ditto, under £4000, 18 pm 
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INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
| 


Shares. 
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Do. Life ... oe oie See 7 0 
RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways. 





. |Closing Prices, 


Bristol and Exeter .... 91 
Caledonian....... eno sdeaeboonsa seven res 123 
Glasgow and South-Western .... 14 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .... 30 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 1 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 
Do., do.—Ne rt 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
London.and North-Western... 
London and South-Western 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolitan 




















Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British 
North London 

Do., 1864 
North Staffordshire... 
Scottish Central 
South Devon ....00...0 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale 

Do., C 
Vale of Neath . 
Stock | West Cornwall .............00--:sseee0e 

* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 
































Monzy MARKET AND CiTy INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday fe ge 

Once more the Bank directors have met, deliberated, and 
separated without making any alteration in the Bank rate. 

hen the decision became known, a great deal of dissatisfaction 
was expressed. 

The tone of the markets, which is dull, has not been improved 
by the announcement of “ No change.” 

Consols for account are 88} to 4, or § lower. 

Perhaps at no period since 1857 has the probable issue of 4 
weekly court of directors of the Bank of England been a subject 
of more general interest and discussion than during the in 
which has elapsed since our last monetary review. No doubt 4 
diversity of opinion as to the expediency of still further continu- 
ing a 10 per cent. minimum, as upon many other subjects, 
exists ; but there is as little doubt that if the question could have 
been, this morning, submitted to a general assembly of intelli- 
gent commercial men, the “ noes’’ would, in Parliamentary 
phraseology, have had it. 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Watkin moved 
that a Royal Commission be issued to investigate the causes 
which had led to the recent panic, and the continuance for 8 
long a period of a 10 per cent. rate of discount ; also to inquire 
into the laws affecting currency and banking in the United 
Kingdom, and to report what (if any) alterations had become 
expedient. The hon. member pointed out, that whilst the rate 
for three months’ bills in London was 10 per cent., in Paris it 
was only 3}, and that in no other my in Europe was money 
so dear. Sir Stafford Northcote, ongbehalf of the Government, 
admitted the desirability of inquiry, but thought a Royal Com- 
mission was not the best machinery. ‘The debate was adjourned 
till to-morrow (Friday). 

The Board of Trade returns issued during the week show that, 
in the past half-year, the total value of British and Irish produce 
exported was £18,729,192 greater than in the corresponding 
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iod of 1865; and £14,813,244 more than in 1864. An analysis 
of the figures shows that, while several continental nations have 
increased their commercial relationship with this country, the 
whole of America—including the United States, British North 
America, Brazil, Uraguay, the Argentine Confederation—as 
well as China, British India, and our Australian possessions, 
have chiefly assisted in raising the shipment of goods to the ex- 

i large amounts shown. 

In Foreign Stocks there have not been numerous transactions ; 
and the principal change has been in Venezuelan Stock of 1864. 
The Venezuelan Government have, it is said, taken another step 
downward in the scale of credit, by taking ion of the ex- 
port duties hypothecated to the principal by sinking fund, and 
interest on the 1864 loan. The agents of the General Credit 
Company, who brought out the loan, have remonstrated. It 
shoud, bowed be borne in mind that one of the clauses on the 
bonds is to the following effect :—‘‘If more should be teceived 
from the said export duties than should be sufficient for the full 
and punctual payment of the interest, sinking fund, and com- 
mission of the said loan, the balance should be returned the 
vice-consul or t.”” These conditions seem admittedly to 
have been fulfilled to October, 1866 ; and, therefore, the Govern- 
ment may have thought itself justified in the course which it has 

ursued. The loan, which was brought out at 55, is now 25 to 
bo. The prices in the general market are the following :—Bra- 
silian Five per Cent. Stock, 72 and 71}; Eeyptian Seven per 
Cent. Loan realized 85; the £100 Bonds, 89; Railway Govern- 
ment Debentures, 80} and 80%; Peruvian Four-and-a-Half per 
Cents., 61; Portuguese Three per Cents., 43}; Russian Four- 
and-a-Half per Cents. of 1850, 87; Russian Five per Cents. of 
1864 at 90%, 90, and 91; Venezuela Six per Cents., 25, 26, 27, 
and 28; Dutch Two-and-a-Half per Cents., 574; Italian Five 
per Cent. Loan of last year, 65} ; and that of 1861 at 51§ and 513. 

In English Railway Shares there has been a little variation. 
Midlands are heavy. Metropolitans are better. At the meetin 
yesterday, the chairman stated his opinion to be that the dividend 
in the future would be increased from causes which he detailed. 
A dividend at the rate of 7 per cent. per annum was declared, 
and £11,814 carried forward. 

In Cooper v. The London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Com- 
pany, Vice-Chancellor Kindersley yesterday ordered the com- 
pany to pay into court £20,000, the balance of the purchase- 
money, within one month after the service of the order on the 
meny, or deliver up possession of the land which they have 

en. 


In Finance and Credit Companies’ Shares there has been some 
little activity, especially in those of the Credit Foncier and Mo- 
bilier of Englan (Limited) which are now quoted at 2/15-16 to 
2/13-16 dis. The General Credit Company’s Shares are also 
firmer at 1§ to 1% dis. 

In Seaton v. Grant (The Credit Foncier and Mobilier of 
England, Limited), Vice-Chancellor Kindersley delivered judg- 
ment yesterday morning. He said the plaintiff, who described 
hi as having no occupation but that of gambling in shares, 
clearly failed to establish any ground for the interference of the 
Court. He had, admittedly, purchased his shares to put him- 
self in a oar to file a bill in chancery ; and when cross-ex- 
bry said his object in doing so was to recover losses 
which he and his friends had sustained in speculations. On the 
face of the bill nothing was said about recovery of losses, but 
the object was stated to be to protect the shareholders as a body. 
There was only one mode by which he could recover anything, 
which was by inducing the company to buy off his opposition. 
His Honour thought the reo re-construction was praise- 
worthy and legitimate ; and dismissed the application with costs. 

At the extraordinary general meeting of shareholders on 
Monday, resolutions approving the re-construction of the com- 
pany were unanimously adopted. It was stated that, after two 
years of existence, the losses did not exceed £76,000, or about 
4} per cent. of the capital; whereas, as was very pertinently re- 
marked, during the recent panic banks and eminent firms had 
collapsed. The balance-sheet showed a depreciation in the value 
of securities of £241,000; but it was explained that this was 
owing to the state of the money market ; and that, with a return 
to easier rates, there would be a rise in values. If the proposi- 
tion of the directors be carried out, the liability of shareholders 
will be reduced from £12 to £2 per share. 

At the tenth ordinary general meeting of the General Credit 
Company (Limited), a dividend at the rate of 8 per cent. per 
annum was d , and the chairman cougratulated the pro- 
prietors upon the unlimited confidence reposed in the company. 

Numerous transactions have taken place in the shares of the 
Atlantic Telegraph Companies, now that the laying of the cable 
1s an established fact. Congratulatory messages have passed 
between her Majesty and President Johnson; and one of the 
first mercantile telegrams was an order from a house in London 
to their agents in New York to purchase a cargo of petroleum. 
No doubt the rapid means of communication will serve as a 
stimulant to the further development of commercial relations 
between the Old and New Worlds. 

In Bank Shares there has been a steady business ; and prices 
are, on the whole, fairly maintained. ‘I'he principal transactions 
have been at the following rates :—Union Bank of London 





Shares at 45; London and County, 644, 64, 61}, and 60; London 
Joint-Stock, 424 and 43; London and Westminster, 91 and 91}; 
the Oriental Bank, 43} and 43}; Bank of Australasia, 68 and 
683; Chartered B of India, Australia, and China, 15; 
Chartered Mercantile of India, Australia, and China, 32} and 
33 ; —, Scottish, and Australian Chartered, 18}; City 
B 15§. 

Toda the suspension of the Old Bank at Congleton, and 
Messrs. Kennedy, of Dublin, is announced. oi 

At the East London meeting on Tuesday, a dividend at the 
rate of 6 per cent. per annum was declared, leaving £2,568 5s. 3d. 
to be carried to profit and loss new account. ts 

At the half-yearly meeting of the Consolidated Bank (Limited), 
held at Manchester on Tuesday, it appeared that the balance of 
profit and loss to the 30th June amounted to £70,281, which was 
withheld to meet possible contingencies. 

At the meeting of the London and County to-day, the usual 
dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. for the half-year, with a bonus 
of 5 per cent. (22 per cent. per annum), was declared. The net 

rofits have amounted to £85,440, which, with £14,527 brought 
‘orward, makes a total of £99,968. The amount due for cus- 
tomers’ balances is £10,718,483, and on acceptances £2,032,490. 
Bills discounted and advances to customers amount to £10,410,772. 

The Chairman stated the number of accounts at the end of the 
last half-year were 47,585, and the number on the Ist of this 
month 48,634, showing an increase of 1,049. . 

On Monday a petition to wind up the Preston Banking Com- 
jae stood over, counsel having stated that a meeting had been 

eld, -and the affairs of the bank were undergoing full con- 
sideration. Another petition, presented by the Southport Hotel 
Company, was ordered to be transferred from the ice-Chan- 
cellor Kindersley to Lord Romilly, and come on in Michaelmas 


‘erm. 

In the matter of Smith, Knight, & Co., and London and 
Mediterranean Bank, petitions to wind up stood over till Michael- 
mas Term. 

In Re Blakely Ordnance Company an order for compulsory 
winding-up was made by consent. , ; 

In Re The Public Works Credit Company, a petition to wind 
up was dismissed. 

A petition has been presented to wind up-the Eastern Bengal 
Tea Company (Limited), and is appointed to be heard before 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart on the 3rd of November next. 4 

Lord Romilly has appointed Mr. Samuel Lovelock official 
liquidator of the Bamsgate Victoria Hotel Company (Limited). 

An intended call of £10 per share is announced by the official 
liquidator of Overend, Gurney, & Co. 








MEDICAL ARBITRATION.—We have so often condemned the 
practice—which, in railway cases, at one time threatened to 
become general—of combining the duties of attorney with those 
of surgeon, and offering compensation in the intervals of 
medical attendance, that we need not say we heartily concur 
in the strictures which the Lord Chief Justice and tne Seliciter- 
General have in two recent instances passed upon alleged 
examples of that practice. The duties of the surgeon to a 
railway company are, to our mind, clearly defined. He should 
in no case entertain the question of “arbitration” while the 
iujuries are yet undeveloped, or the consequences beyond fair 
estimation. He should never, if attending the patient on 
behalf of the company, discuss the amount of compensation 
with the patient alone; for the paid officer of a company 
“arbitrates,” if acting alone, under suspicion—a suspicion dan- 

erous to his character and derogatory to his professional 

onour. He should require the presence of a medical man on 
behalf of the patient, and the patient, so protected, may then 
consider the question. To attend the patient on behalf of the 
company, and settle with him without any impartial medical 
intervention, is a position which he ought not for a moment to 
accept, both for his own sake and that of his profession. On 
the other hand, the duties of arbitration, properly carried out, 
are amongst the legitimate and beneficial exertions of profes- 
sional duty. A great majority of cases are so settled. The 
medical men on both sides agree, and the patient receives a 
fair compensation. In this way a great amount of litigation is 
saved.— The Lancet, 

Tue Bankruptcy Act.—In the 7imes of Thursday week 
a notice appeared of a case at the Judges’ Chambers, Rotherham 
v. Lelliott, in which a question was raised as to a protection in 
bankruptcy. The case, in which Mr. Bullen and Mr. Chitty 
were engaged, was referred to Mr. Commissioner Holroyd by Mr. 
Baron Bramwell, came again before his Lordship on Thursday; 
and, in consequence of a communication from the learned Com- 
missioner, was afterwards further discussed, when judgment was 
given by Mr. Baron Bramwell, which will rule other cases, and 
is considered of importance in the present state of the law of 
bankruptcy. The bankrupt Lelliott was a draper at Brighton, 
and confined in Lewes gaol. On the monthly visitation of the 
Registrar he was adjudicated bankrupt and released. He was 
subsequently heard in London, and, not having filed accounts, 
his case was adjourned sine die, and the protection was not re- 
newed. Some time ago he filed his accounts, and his further 
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hearing was appointed for November. Mr. Treherne, on h’s 
behalf, applied to Mr. Commissioner Holroyd for his release, and 
the Commissioner declined to interfere, on the ground that he 
was in custody under process of one of the superior Courts. The 
application was then made to Mr. Baron Bramwell, and he re- 
ferred the question to the Commissioner, who, in his letter to his 
Lordship, stated that he had declined to release the bankrupt on 
the ground that he was arrested while unprotected by the Court, 
considering that the 112th section of the Act of 1849 was con- 
fined to cases where a bankrupt had the protection of the Court 
at the time he was arrested, as decided in the case of Kimberly 
(13 W. R. 565, 641), at the same time saying it was open to the 
bankrupt to apply to a judge of the Court out of which the process 
had been issued. In consequence of this communication, the 
learned judge wished the question to be argued, and Mr. Bullen, 
for the bankrupt, ported or that under the 101st section of the 
Bankrupt Act the could be discharged, having obtained a renewed 
protection, otherwise he would have to remain along time in cus- 
tody. Mr. Chitty, on the other side, submitted that, the protec- 
tion having one ceased, it could not be renewed under the Act of 
1849. Mr. Baron Bramwell eventually refused the application 
to release, holding that under the case of Kimberley he had no 
power, and that the bankrupt must remain in custody until he 
obtained his order of discharge from the Court of Bankruptcy. 
This decision will affect other cases, and shows that when once 
a protection ceases there is no power to release until the order of 
discharge is obtained. 


Important DECISION UNDER THE Excise Laws.—At the 
Wakefield Court-house recently, before Mr. T. H. Holdsworth, 
and Mr. J. B. Charlesworth, Mr. Charles Exley, maltster, had 
an information preferred against him, setting forth that he owed 
the Inland Revenue £211 11s. 6d. for duty on 1566 bushels of 
malt made between the 15th May and the 30th June last ; that 
such impost was directed to be paid on or before the 28rd inst. 
and had not been paid ; and that, in consequence, he had forfeited 
double the amount of the duty, viz.—£423 3s. The excise au- 
thorities applied for a distress warrant for this amount. Mr. 
Dockeray, gy tance of excise, and stationed at Wakefield 
stated that the accounts were made up to the 30th June, and 
that the duty was due six days afterwards. ‘I'he excise had 
given Mr. Exley notice of this fact, and had allowed him nntil 
the 23rd instant on which to pay the money. On that day 
witness went to him and inquired whether the sum would be 
paid either that day or the next, and Mr. Exley told him that it 
would not. The — proceedings had therefore been insti- 
tuted. The defendant became bankrupt on the 19th July, and 
Mr. Wainwright, solicitor, who appeared on behalf of the official 
assignee, said he could not resist a conviction for the double 
duty, but he should ask the Court not to issue a distress warrant 
for its payment. It was a prevailing impression that the Crown 
could override everything, but he thought he should be able to 
prove otherwise. He quoted ‘“ Bateman on the Excise Law,” 
who held that “neither is any seizure under acy TO- 
ceedings sufficient to defeat the Crown’s preference, unless there 
be an assignment en | executed oractually made on the da 
previous to the accrual of the Crown’s debt, with respect to land, 
or previous to the teste day of the extent, with respect to goods 
pe chattels.’’ These exceptions, Mr. Wainwright contended, 
were in full force in the present instance. The Court inquired 
whether there was any real estate involved in the present case. 
Mr. Wainwright replied in the negative, The Court said if 
there had been they might have had some difficulty in coming to 
adecision. As it was, they adjudicated the fine, but did not 

nt a warrant, as it had been proved to them that the defen- 
nt had been declared a bankrupt, and an official assignee ap- 
pointed on the 19th of July. 


Jorxt-Stock Banxs.—All the world know these banks do 
not willingly pay away their money for bad investments, but 
should bills of exchange that are accommodation bills, or that are 
not good, be palmed upon them, it is evidently greatly for their 
benefit that such securities should be rejected by the Bank of 
England. The total amount of se gag at interest now in the 
London banks cannot be estimated. Suppose, for the sake of 
argument, it would be £40,000,000, then one shilling per cent. 
per annum, £20,000, would far more than pay all expenses, and 
very likely sixpence per cent., or one halfpenny per cent. per 
month, would amply suffice. A superintendent, at £1,500 per 
annum, deputy £1,000, and ten or twelve clerks at an average of 

annum each, would probably be sufficient to preserve 
£40,000,000 of property, and thousands of families from un- 
deserved anxiety and pecuniary loss. My aim is to guard the 
money placed with these banks, to create a feeling of security, 
and cause additional sums to be lodged.—Mr. William Ray 
Smee’'s Proposal to Secure Deposits Placed at Interest. 


Tue DistrisuTion oy THE BANDA AND Kirwee Prizz 
Monzy.—The following is expected to be the mode of distribu- 
ting the large amount realised from the Banda and Kirwee booty, 
viz., about £700,000:—From the above ainount must first be 
deducted the law expenses so recently incurred to establish the 
rights of the several claimants. The law coats have been esti- 
mated at about £50,000. The authorities of Chelsea Hospital 





have addressed the India Office to ascertain when the latte 
would be prepared to recommend the Treasury to pay over the 
balance due to the Queen’s troops. The distribution will take 
lace, it is stated, in accordance with the subjoined scale, viz, ; 
. Lord Clyde, commander-in-chief, one-twentieth part of the 
whole prize fund. This would give the estate of the late Lon 
Clyde £35,000, subject, it is presumed, to the deduction for pro. 
portion of law costs. 2. General Whitlock, seventy-five 


the value of each share being calculated at £100. 3. Lieu. 
tenant-colonels, seventeen shares. 4. Majors, sixteen shares, 
5. Captains, twelve shares. 6. Subalterns, six-and-a-half shares, 
The non-commissioned officers and troops included among the 
— will probably receive at the rate of two shares per 








* BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BEDFORD—On July 28, at Dean’s-yard, Westminster, the wife of 
Charles St. Clare Bedford, Esq., ofa daughter. 

POrTER—On July 28, at Bolton-gardens, South Kensington, the wife 
of Rupert Potter, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

CHANDLER—CHICHESTER—On July 26, at Beckenham, Richard 
Chandler, Beg. Solicitor, Bucklersbury, to Sarah Anne, second 
daughter of Wm. Chichester, Esq.. Woodbine House, Beckenham, 

COZENS-HARDY—On July 26, at Clapham. Herbert Hardy Cozens. 
Hardy, of Lincoln’s-inn, Burrister-at-Law, second son of W, H, 
Cozens-Hardy, Esq., of Letheringsett Hall, Norfolk, to Maria, third 
daughter of Thomas Hepburn, Esq., of Vlapham-commun. 

HARRISON— MABERLEY—On July 26, at Lewisham, James Harrison, 
M.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Althea Nona, 
daughter of the late Rev. Charles Hensley Maberley, of Owslebury, 


Hants. 

KNOTT—GRIMBLY—0n July 31, Henry Nicholas Knott, Esq., Solici- 
tor, of Worcester, to Catherine Eliza, eldest daughter of Mr. James 
Grimbly, of Banbury. 

ROBERTS—ASHWORTH—On July 25, at Rochdale, Charles James 
Roberts, Esq.. Solicitor, Rochdale, to Mary Ann, second daughter 
of Thomas Ashworth, Esq., Belle-green, Rochdale. 

DEATHS. 

DAVIS—On July 26, at Ross, Herefordshire, Edward Marsh Davis, 
Esq.. Solicitor, aged 68. 

FARQUHAR-—On July 30, at Sydenham, Kent, Thomas Newman 
Farquhar, Esq., aged 58. 

LANE—On July 26, at Old-town, Stratford-upon-Avon, John Reginald 
Lane, Esq., Solicitor, aged 26. 

WIGRAM. July 29, the Right Hon. Sir James Wigram, aged 73. 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE NEW AUCTION MART. 
July 26.—By Messrs. Norton, Taist, & Co 

Freehold estate, known as Paslow Hall Farm, situate in the parish 
of High Ongar, Essex, and comprising a residence, homestead, 
buildings, and 705a 3r 29p of land, let on lease at £900 per annum— 
Sold for £23,200. 

Freehold, la Or 25p of meadow land, situate at Paslow Wood Com- 
mon, Essex—Sold for £50. 

Freehold, la Ir 18p of arable land, with garden, farm+yard, and build- 
ings thereon, situate in the parish of Felstead, Essex, let at £5 is. 
per annum—Sold for £225. 

Freehold estate, known as Stebbing Ford Farm, situate as above, and 
containing 37a 3r 17p, let at £60 per annum—Sold for £1,600. 

Freehold estate, known as Camsix Farm, situate in the parishes of 
oa gg Great Waltham, Essex, containing 307a 3r 28p—Sold 

for £12,250, 

Freehold estate, known as Glanfield’s Farm, situate in the parish of 
Hp sy Essex, containing 163a 3r Op, let at £240 per annum — Sold 

for £6,000. 

Freehold estate, known as Hartford End Mill, and lands situate in 
the parish of Felstead and Great Waltham, Essex, containing 27a 
$r 33p, let at £150 per annum — Sold for £3,000. 

Freehold estate, known as Great Grand Courts Farm, situate in the 
parish of Felstead, containing 361a Ir 284p—Sold for £12,000. 

Freehold estate, known as Draper’s Farm, situate as above, and con- 
taining 212a 2r 12p, let at £267 per annum—Sold for £7,000. 

Freehold estate, known as Munn’s-or-the-Hole Farm, situate as above, 
and containing 139a Or 8p—Sold for £4 000. 

July 31.—By Messrs. Norton, Trist, & Co. 

Freehold building land, situate in Southfields, Wandsworth, con- 

taining about 8 acres—Sold for £2,860. 


AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
July 26.— By Messrs. Buckuanp & Son. 

Freehold, about 714 acres of arable and pasture land, with farm home 

stead, situate in the parish of Wexham, Bucks —Sold for £6,000. 
July 27,—By Messrs. Sepewick & Son. 

Freehold residential property, known as Cole Kings, with residence. 
grounds, stabling, coach-house, farm-buildings, and 72a Ir Ip of 
arable and meadow land, situate about half-a-mile from Watiord, 
Herts—Sold for 12,000. 

Freehold and copyhold farm, adjoining the above, with fishery, known 
as Brightwells, with farmhouse-buildings, 7163a 8r 8p of arable 
pasture and meadow land--Sold for £13,600. 

July 31,—By Messrs. Desennam,"lewson, & FaRrmen. 

Freehold and copyhold estate, known as Bridge Honse, in the parish 
of Cuckfield, Sussex, comprising 342a ir 18p—Sold for £13,815. 

Frechold farm, kuown as Lugwell, containing about 48 acres, with 
farmhouse, barn, and ontbnildings, situate in the parish of Horsted, 
Keynes, Sussex ; also a residence, with garden, stables, and coapb- 
louse, and about 9 acres of meadow land, situate in the town 
Lindfield, Sussex Sold for £2,870, 
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Freehold 0a Ir 3p of building land, situate in the parish of Addlestone» 
Surrey~Sold for £100. 

Freehold Residence, with coach-house and stable, known as Poplar 
Cottage, situate as above, let at £28 per annum—Sold for £445. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
July 25.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BousFiELp. 
Freehold and copyhold, 2 houses, Nos. 8 and 9, Robert’s-row, Walham- 
n, producing £50 per annum—Sold for £710. 
hold residence, known as Oxford Villa, 55, Queen’s-road, St. 
ohn’s Wood, let at £60 per annum; term, 53 years unexpired, at 
£10 per annum.—Sold for £540. 
July 30.—By Messrs. Excoop & Son. 
Freehold farm, known as the Gribin Estate, Trefeglwys, Montgomery- 
shire, North Wales, comprising 938 acres of land, of the annual 
value of £152—Sold for £3,600. 


By Mr. Rostns, on the Premises. 
Leasehold residence, No. 18, Upper Seymour-street, Portman-square, 
lease expiring Lady day, 1872, rent £120—Sold for £250. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


UA (nding-up of Joint Stock Compantes, 
Fripay, July 27, 1866. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Pile, Spence, & Co. (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented 
July 24, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on 
Nov 3. Torr & Co, Bedford-row. 

Alexandra Hall Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, made by 
Vice-Chancellor Wood on July 14, Gregory & Rowcliffes, Bedford- 
row, solicitors*for the petitioners. 

Oriental Commercial Bank (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Wood has, b 
an order dated July 16, ordered that the said company be wound- 
up, and that the provisional liquidator, appointed by the order of 
July 5, be continued until an official liquidator be appointed. 
Crosley & Burn, Birchin-lane, solicitors for the Alliance Bank. 

European Bank (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Kindersley has, by an 
onder dated July 16, ordered that the voluntary winding-up of the 
said company be continued, Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry, solici- 
tors for the petitioner. 

New Zealand Banking Oorporation (Limited)._The Master of the 
Rolls has appointed Thos Stephen Evans, of 3, Coleman-st-buildings 
official liquidator in New Zealand and the Australian colonies. 


Tugspay, July 31, 1866, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

West Midland Brewery and Malting Co. (Limited).—Petition for 
winding-up, presented July 28, directed to be heard before the 
Master of the Rolls, on Nov 3, Robinson & Preston, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, solicitors for the petitioners, 

National Financial Company (Limited),—Order to wind-up, made by 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart on July 20. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank (Limited).—Order to 
wind-up, made by Vice-Chancellor Stuart on July 20. Sir 
Thomas George Augustus Parkyns, Bart, and James Cooper, of 
Coleman-st-buildings, official liquidators. Harrison & Lewis. Old 
Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners. 
inance Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, made by Vice- 
Chacellor Stuart on July 20. Ditton & Warmington, Ironmonger- 
lane, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Kumaon and Oude Plantation Company (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls has. by an order dated July 18, appointed Samuel Love- 
lock, of 34, Coleman-st, official liquidator. Creditors are required, 
on or before Nov 20, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts and claims. Monday, Dec 10 at 3, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Universal Banking Corporation (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
has, by an order dated July 6, rng Frederick Berham Smart, 
of 38, Gresham-st, official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 1, tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims. Tuesday, Nov 6 at 12.30, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Dining Halls Company (Limited).—Creditors are required. on or before 
Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Edmands & Mayhew, Carey-st, Lincoln’s- 
inn. Wednesday, Oct 31 at 11, is appointed for hearing and adju- 
dicating upon the debts and claims. 

Mexican and South American Company.—The Master of the Rolls 
will,on Tuesday, Aug 7 at 2, at his chambers, proceed to make a 
call of £1 per share on the several persons who are settled on the 
list of contributories of the said company. 


Crevitors under Estates tn Thancery 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frivay, July 27, 1866. 
Right Hon Wm, Lord Kensington, Kensington-crescent, 
Bacon v Ford, M. R. 
Gibson, Jas, Smithies, nr Barnsley, York, Engineer. Oct 20. Chap- 
man v Robinson, M. R. 
Muggeridge, Sir Hy, St Andrew’s-hill, Corn Factor. Sept 10. Mug- 
geridge v Sharp, M. R. 
Tennant, John, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmorland, High Bailiff. Sept 
1, Tennant v Tennant, V. C. Kindersley. 
Turspay, July 31, 1806. 
Ackers, Jas, Lpool, Brewer. Oct 20. Ackers v Ackers, V. C. Stuart. 
Brayen, Thos, Leominster, Hereford, Gent. Sept 30. Lloyd » Vale, 
V. ©. Stuart. 
Bunyon, Chas, Gt ‘ower-st, Brandy Merchant. Nov 5. 
Banning, M. R. 
Chamberlaine, Geo John, Lpool. Oct 1. Deakin v Davies, M. R. 
ey poe , Cheltenham, Gloucester, Spinster. Oct 29. Allen 
v Allen, M. R. 


Edwardes, 
Oct 


Hudson, Chas, Blyth, Nottingham, Farmer, Sept 30. Stevenson v 
Skelton, V. C. Stuart. 
Low, David, St George’s-sq, Merchant. Oct %. Nesbitt » Low, V. C. 
art. 


Stu 
Marner, Richd Goodwin, Oxford-st. Aug 24. Marner v Selby, V. C. 


Wood. 

Morris, Richd, Laugharne, Carmarthen, Gent. Sept 10. Morris » 
Edmunds, M. R. 

Mulliner, Thos Endon, Whalley Range, nr Manch, Gent. Sept 30. 
Worthington v Williamson, V. C. Stuart. 

Orton, John, sen, Welford, Northampton, Surgeon. Oct}. Spencer 
» Orton, M. R. 2 

Stanger, Jas, Crosswaite, Cumberland, Esq. Aug 18. Murray 0 
Stanger, V. C. Wood. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wirt. car. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
FrrpaY, July 27, 1866. 

Astley, Fras L’Estrange, Chequers Court, Bucks, Esq. 
Dunster, Henrietta-st, Cavendish-aq. 

Atkinson, Isabella, Penrith, Cumberland, Widow. Oct 1. 
& Little, Penrith. 

Elliston, Wm, New-ter, Colebrook-row, Islington. Aug 31. Ellis, 
St Michael’s-alley, Cornhill. 

Evans, Betsy, Southport, Lancaster, Widow. Oct |. Redfern & 
Son, Oldham. 

Farrer, Hy, sen, Albert-rd, Regent’s-pk, Esq. Sept 15. Shaw, South- 
ampton-row, Russell-sq. 

Gunter, Caroline, Carisbrooke, Isle of Wight, Spinster. Sept 15. 
Orton, Upper Hamilton-ter, St John’s-wood. 

Harvey, Edwd, Doughty-st, Lambeth,.Plumber. Aug 27. Harwood, 
Cannon-st. 

Hides, Rev John, Greasley, Nottingham, Clerk. Sept 5. Percy & Co, 
Nottingham. 

Hudson, Jas, Bingley, Yorkshire, Shopkeeper. Sept 20. Weather- 
head & Burr, Keighley. 

Knight Thos, Altrincham, Chester, Stock Broker. Oct 1. Nicholls, 


Altrincham 
Martin, Edwd Hall, Henhull, nr Nantwich, Chester. Aug3l. Finchett 
Co, Chester. 
McEwin, Duncan, Brighton, Gent. Sept 7. Chalk, Brighton. 
Mercer, Thos Turner, Livesey, Lancaster, Tanner. Oct 1. Kay, 
Blackburn. 
Miles, Rev John, Bishop’s-rd, Paddington, Clerk, Sept 29. White- 
house, Charles-st, St James’-sq. 
Edmonds & Son, 


Sulley, Geo, Plymouth, Fisherman. Sept 6. 
Plymouth, é 

Wood, Eliz, Chichester, Spinster. Nov !. Powell & Arnold, Chichester. 

TuEspayY, July 31, 1866. 

® ellhouse, Jas, Leeds, Staymaker. Septl. Cranswick, Leeds. 

Farrer, Hy. sen, Albert-rd, Regent’s-pk, Esq. Sept 15. Shaw, 
Southampton-row, Russell-sq. 

Ford, Benj, Springfields, Wandsworth-rd, Colour Manufacturer. 


Sept 29. Hitchcock, Tanfield-ct, Temple. 
Hunter, Robt, Cleadon, Durham, Yeoman. Aug 3!. Oliver, Sunder- 


land. 
Marsh, Charlotte, Southampton, Widow. Aug S$. Dixon, Southamp- 


Sept 16. 


Harrison 


ton. 
Moline, Sparks, Church-row, Stoke Newington. Oct 1. Travers & 
Co, Throgmorton-st. 

Powell, Saml Goodere, Parliament-st, Westminster, Law Stationer. 
Aug 20. Cooper, Parliament-st, Westminster. 
Sexby, John, Lower Kennington-lane, Builder. Aug 31. Wood- 

bridge, Mitre-ct-chambers, Temple. 
Shank, Alex, Wilton-crescent, Belgrave-sq, Esq. Sept 1. Annesley, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Thompson, Rev Wm Cookesley, Silverton Rectory, Devon, Clerk. Oct 
1, Walker & Martineau, King’s-rd, Gray’s-inn. 
SS Wm, Fawley, Southampton, Butcher. Sept 30. Soffe, 
xbury. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Sankruytey Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, July 27, 1866. 
ot ae Halifax, York, Worsted Spinner. June 29. Asst. Reg 
July 26. 


iy 
Apthorpe, Jas, Bedford, Grocer. July 3. Comp. Reg July 24. 
Beech, Fredk, St Alban’s-cottage, Hornsey-rd, Mason. June 27. 


Comp. Reg July 24. 

— m, Kingston-upon-Hall, Joiner. July 2. Asst. Reg 
July 26. 

Bird, Thos, Birm. June 27. Comp. Reg July 25. 

Chitham, John, Nuneaton, Warwick, Grocer. July 11. 
July 24. 

Gabe. Joseph Matthew, North Shields, Northumberland, Boiler 
Builder. July 5. Asst. Reg July 24. 

Crossley, Richd, Sheffield, Plumber. July 2. Comp. Reg July 25. 

bag ni! Jas, Ipswich, Suffolk, Ship Chandler. July 5. Comp. Reg 


uly 27. 
ar Macclesfield, Chester, Printer. July 23. Comp. Reg 
uly 26. 


iy 
Darke, Richd Alfred, Cainscross, nr Stroud, Gloucester, Butcher. 
July 13. Conv. Reg July 26. 
om om St Austell, Cornwall, Ironfounder. July 19. Comp. Reg 
uly 27. 
Dolling, Jas, Edgware-rd, Stationer. July 16. Comp. Reg July 24. 


Comp. Reg 





Wild v | 


Ellis, David, High-st, Mile-end, Iron Merchant. July 24. Comp. 
Reg July 26. 

Empringham, Thos, & Wm Nicholson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Wine 
Merchants. June 29, Asst. Reg July 27. 

inenphoss. Wm, Handford, Stafford, Carpenter. June 29. Asst. 
Reg July 25. 

{ Fordham, Alfred Wm King, Hertford, Veterinary Surgeon. July 20. 
Comp. Reg July 24. 

— John, St Bees, Cumberland, Builder, June 28. Asst. Reg 
uly 25. 
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= Bich, & Goatcey sane, Dewsbury, York, Dyers. June 97. 


Greig, Robt Cw thay Builder. July 7. Inspectorship. Reg July 27. 
Grierson, Chas, & John Edmund Cole, Leadenhall-st, Ship Brokers. 
duly7. Inspectorship. Reg July 25. 
ay oa John, Salford, Lancaster, Grocer. July 4. Comp. Reg 
aly 
ep te yg Lower Thames-st, Bonded Carman. July 10. Comp. 


Hawkins, Ebe » Douro ee , St John’s-wood, Egg Merchant. 
May 27. Asst. Reg July 24 

Hirst, Edwin, & Benj ager Morley, York, Woollen Manufacturers. 
July 6. Asst. Reg July 26 

Hirst. Hy, Wm Hirst, & Thos Luke Greenwood, Huddersfield, York, 
Woolstaplers. June 20. Asst. Reg July 26. 

Humphries, Joseph, Treacher’s-pl, Wandsworth-rd, Surveyor. June 
28. Comp. Reg July 25. 

Ivimy, John Hill, & Chas Ivimy, eeseatge, nr Rochdale, Cotton 
Spinners, June 29. Comp. Reg July 25. 

Kimberley, Wm, Moorgate-st,Gent. July 24. Comp. Reg July 27. 

gf ey Bolton, Lancaster, Boot Manufacturer. July 23. Asst. 

g July 24 
Linnell, hon Stafford, Fishmonger. June 25. Asst. Reg July 23. 
rainy Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside, Agent. July 19. 


Com. og Ha hn sate Combley Farm, Isle of Wight, Coal Merchants. 

bony 23. Asst. Reg July 25. 

Lyle, Jas Grieve, Cross-st, Finsbury-sq, Cabinet Maker. July 10. 
he aa Reg July 26. 

Maitland, Edwin, George-yd, Lombard-st, Wine Merchant. July 18. 
Comp. mej July 26. 

Mason, Philip, am, Essex, Miller. Jnly 2, Asst. sale July 26. 

McCabe, John, Lpool, Cooper. July 26. Asst. Re; 

Moore, Peter Hopwood, Patricroft, Lancaster, Pann Se Spinner. July 
17. Asst. Reg July 26. 

a. H , Lpool, Ship Broker. July 26, Inspectorship. Reg 
aly 

mae, de Jas, Market Lavington, Wilts, Brewer. July 2. Comp. Reg 


ly 25 
Nicholl, Eliz, Redrath, Cornwall, Widow. July 5. Asst. Reg July 27. 
Parker, Thos Nathaniel, Lpool, Land Agent. June 80, Asst. Reg 


July 
Pedley, Chas, Congleton,Chester, Grocer. July 3. Asst. Reg. July 24- 
we, 30 —. Leicester, Elastic Web Manufacturer. July 3, Asst. 
g July 26 
Potts, = _ Chester-le-street, Durham, Draper, June 30, Asst. 


Pitcard De Danl, Westbourne-pl, Bayswater, Draper. July 13. Asst. 

ul 

paek, Chen. ‘Arlesey, Bedford, Farmer. July5. Comp. Reg July 25. 

— a West Cowes, Isle of Wight, Painter. July2. Asst. Reg 

uly 

am Bernard, Norwich, Grocer. July 19. Asst. Reg July 26. 

wo Rev Jobn, Bradford, York, Clerk. June 25. Asst. Reg 
o 

Basel —_ Huddersfield, York, Watchmaker. June 28. Comp. 

Schaller, i oes ~~ agented St James’s, Estate Agent. July 
25. re Reg Jul; 

Poesy july oe he bog Sheffield, Knife Manufacturer. July 19. 
oe duly i. om, * ralstead, Essex, Shoemaker. June 30, Comp. 
Simpson, TRobt, Robt Simpson, jun, & Hy Simpson, Sheffield, Busk 

Manufacturers. July 16. Asst. Reg , A o : 
eigne. > nd sen, Old Kent-rd, out of Canines. July 2. Comp. Reg 


acute John Wilson, & Wm Dearlove Eteson, Bingley, York, Manu- 
factarers. July 2, Asst. Reg July 26. 

ee ies on Jas, Warrington, Lancaster, Draper. July 4. Asst. 

Stone, Hy, Higher Farnworth, nr metente teem, Lancaster, Boot 
Dealer. June 27. Asst. Reg July 25 

Symons, Fredk, Gloucester-crescent, Hyde- park, Wine Merchant. 
July il. Inspectorship. Reg July 25. 

— Hy, Hanley, Stafford, Clothier, July 10. Comp. Reg 

uly 25 


Tommened, John, Sheffield, Plumber. June 29, Asst. Reg July 27. 
valy 36. Joseph, Chesterfield, Derby, Grocer. July 2. Comp. Reg 
iy 26, 
aughan, Hy, Manch, Accountant. July 2. Comp. Reg July 27, 
Water, Chas, Sneinton, Nottingham, Painter. July 23. Asst. Reg 


Watmough, Abraham, Leeds, Shopkeeper. June 30. Comp. Reg 

aly 25, 

Whyte, ae Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Travelling Draper. 

July 21. Asst. July 27 

Willey, Mea Bristol, Timber Merchant. June 30. Asst. Reg July 26. 

Winnett, Wm, Manch, Dye Sinker. July 2. Asst. Reg July 27. 

Wright, Wm, Sheffield, Publican. July 24. Comp. Reg July 26. 

Yaziey, Thos, jun, Newington Butte, Manager of the London Co- 

operative Company. July 24. Comp. Reg July 27, 

Tuxspar, July 31, 1866. 

ny or “in Brightlingsea, Essex, Gasfitter. July 5. Comp: 
vg July 

veg ly “ote, Elton, L ter, Ironfonder. July 7. Comp. 


al brner, Calstock, Cornwall, Shopkeeper. July 5. Comp. 


Cumenn' aoe, I pool, Draper. July7, Comp. Reg July 30, 

Onor Janae lis, Cross-lane, Wine Mer ant. July 13. Asst. 
aly 2 

OTe ti Vredk Thos, Scarborough, York, Brickmaker, Jaly 4. Asst. 
uly #, 

Cocker, Wm, Sheffield, Wire Drawer. June 29, Asst, Fa ea 

Conbrough, Wm Kay, Geo ye ~F wa & Geo Leslie, Lpool, 

Merchants. July Asst. Keg J 














Dockriell, pane poner mews, Bryanstone-sq, Cab peta 
July 29, Comp. Reg July 31. 
ae. Thos Hy, High- Ad Croydon, Builder. July 2. Comp. Reg 


Ellis thos, Alfred Ellis, & Booth Ellis, ee York, Woollen Cloth 
Manufacturers. July 2. Asst. Reg July 30. 
—s Albert Jas, Brighton, Common Brewer. July 2. Asst. Reg 


July 30 
= Clement, Toxteth-pk, Lpool, Bookseller. July 2, Asst. Reg 


cibson, Robt, Sunderland, Durham, Shipsmith. July 17. Asst, 

keg July 30 

Green, Fredk Wm, Bristol, Shipbuilder. July 3. Asst. Reg Pas 

Hale, John, Queen ~ a Cavendish-sq, Builder. July 6. 
torship. Reg July 

Hardey, Hy, Saml Weide, & John Wylde, Runcorn, Chester, Com 
Merchants. July 11. Comp. Reg July 30. 

Hayes, Geo, St Mary’s Cray, Dentist. July27. Comp. Reg July 28, 

Sa Wm, Oldham, Lancaster, Draper. July 7. Comp. Reg 
uly 2 

Henton, Wm, & Wm Broughton Packwood, ienter, Hosiery and 
Boot Manufacturers. July2. Asst. Reg July 27 

Siena, Gee, Birm, Doll Manufacturer. July 25. Comp. Reg 
uly 31. 

ty Walter, Franklin-st, Bromley, Builder. July 6. Comp. Reg 


uly 2 
Inman, Fras, Bristol, Bootmaker. July 9. Asst. Reg July 31. 
— a Stokeclimsland, Cornwall, Miller. July 3. Comp, Reg 
aly 
—_-* Chas, Titley, Hereford, Shoemaker, July 10. Asst. Reg 
uly 3 
Pon dg ‘Jas, jun, & John Denies Crosthwaite, Lpool, Shipowners, 
July 5. Comp. Reg July 30 
bag mg trey ay Benj, Springfield, “Essex, Coachmaker, July 2. Comp. 
g July 30, 
Ockleston, Jas Greaves, Lpool, Hide and Bark Merchant. July 25, 
Asst. Reg July 27. 
—_ por Bolton-le-Moors, Lancaster, Beerseller. July 16. Comp, 
g July 
Pool, Jas, Devonport, Devon, Currier. July 24. Comp. Reg July, 
Roberts, Robt Edwd, Havant, Hants, Watchmaker. July 2. Asst, 
Reg July 30. 
ag ny a Hornsey-rd, Holloway, Dairyman. July 21. Comp. 
g July 30. 
Ro ving aad Cheltenham, Gloucester, Saddler. July 11. Asst. Reg 
uly 28. 
a Saml, Baguley, Chester, Farmer. July 3. Asst. Reg 
ly 30. 
Reel, John, Lpool, Outfitter, July 25. Asst. Reg July 28. 
Sanders, am Rotherhithe-st, Surrey, Butcher. July 26. Comp 
g July 
Sill, Thos, Lpool, Merchant. July 16. Asst. Reg July 30, 
Sintzenich, Alfred Thos Wm, Eton-st, Regent’s-pk, Gent. July 26, 
Asst. Reg July 27. 
Slater, Edwin, nhale-rd, Old Ford, Cabinet Maker. July 2 
Comp. Reg Jul: Ad 
ie. "kos Sun rland, Durham, Hairdresser, July 17. Asst. Reg 
uly 
— Pay Mount-st, Walworth-rd, Greengrocer. July 21, Comp. 
uw! 
= > Molesworth-st, Lewisham, Tailor. July 25. Asst. Reg 
uly 
Smith, John Galt, Chester, Merchant. July 30. Comp. Reg July 31. 
ras o Dale, Bradford, York, Grocer. July 7. Asst. 


Jul 
spin, 7 Sheffield, York, Oil Merchant. July 17. Asst. Reg 
28. 


Ju! 
m4 Richd patee,® Md Cooke Sugars, Manch, Corn Dealers. 
Jul; mp. fog ey July 

Summersgill, Richd, srehiren, York, Saddler. July 13. Asst. 


Reg July 80. 
Ta: af John, jun, Whitehall, Architect, July 27. Comp. keg 
Toman, Geo Scarborough, King William-st, Architect. June 9 
Comp. Reg July 28. 


Throsby, Edwin, Birm, Grocer, July5. Comp. Reg July 28. 
Tidcombe, Thos, Corston, Somerset, Innkeeper, July 14. Asst, Reg 


July 28, 
Watts, Saml, Llandaff, Glamorgan, Shoemaker. July 4. Asst. Reg 


uly 31. 
Whitehead, Wn, Ipswich, Suffolk, Shipowner. July 25. Comp. Reg 
July 30 
Wilkins, Edwin, Bristol, Carpenter. July 21, Comp. Reg July 2. 
“ae John, Leeds, Cut Nail Manufacturer. July 27. Asst. Reg 
u 
Yarnal ya eae mal Gloucester, Chairmaker. July 6. Comp 
Jul 
Yeo, Shichd Wm, Tegaredeat, Pimlico, Superannuated Clerk. July 
26. Comp. Reg Jul ly 30, 


Bankrupts. 
Faipay, July 27, 1866. 
To Surrender in London, 
Alger, Thos Leek, New-cross-rd, Deptford, Schoolmaster. Pet July 
1% Aug6Gat3. Leete, Gt Knightrider-st, Doctors’-commons. 
Bargh, Aaron, ‘Thrapston, Northampton, Iron Moulder, Pet July 25 
Aug 10 at 3, Kooks & Co, Kastcheap. 
Braisher, Kdwd John, Vortadown-rd, Maida-hill, ont of business. 
Pet July 20. Aug 7 ab 2. Watsos, Sout 
Chancery-lane, 
Brooks, Chas Wm, Canterbury, Kent, Vruiterer, Pet es 24, Aug 
Watt. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn 
Brooks, Thos, Maryland-point, Stratford, Baker. Pot July 23, Aug 
Wat tl, Hope, Ely-pl. 
Broom, Wm, LAttle Gray’s-inu-lane, Coachsmith. Pet July 23. Aug 
9at% Fisher, Camberwell New-rd. 
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Qleghorn, Robt, Beaufort-buildings, Strand, Refreshment Contractor. 

~ Pet July 20. Aug 7at2. Allen, Chancery-lane. 

Currie, Wm, Poole’s-pl, Mount-pleasant, Gray’s-inn-rd, Pianoforte 
Key Maker. Pet July 23. Aug9at3. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Davis, Richd Owen, & John Denton, Gravesend, Tug Owners. Pet 
July 18. Aug6atll. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

, David Nunn, Clarence-rd, Kentish-town, Comedian, Pet July 

“94, Aug 10 at 12.. Greenwood, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-st. 

Goldicutt, John Arbuthnott, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 24 
(for pau). Aug 10at2. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Halley, John Joseph, Surrey-st, Strand, Bookkeeper. Pet July 21. 
Aug9at 2. Goldrick, Strand. 

Harrison, Joseph, Hawkhurst, Kent, Hotel Keeper. Pet July 23. Aug 
10 at 11. Watson, Carlisle-st. Soho. 

Hayley, Robt Mad¢ocks, City-rd, Journalist. Pet July 19. Aug 6 at 
3. Long, Arundel-st, Strand, 

Hockin, John, West Cowes, Isle of Wight, Chemist. Pet July 25. 
Aug 10at3. Pattison & Wigg, Lombard-st. 

Howse, Hy. Bishopsgate-st Within, Accountant. Pet July 21, Aug 
7at 3, Rice, Finsbury-pl South. 

Hunter, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 20 (for pau). Aug 
7at3. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Jackson, Geo, St George’s-rd, Shepherd’s-bush, Comm Agent. Pet 
July 23. Aug9at3. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Joy, Geo Hy, Castle-st, Falcon-sq, Wholesale Stationer. Pet July 20, 
Aug7at1l. West & King, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 

Lyle, Archibald, Newington-crescent, Newington-butts, Builder. Pet 
July 20. Aug7 ati. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

McCraw, Edwd Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 20. Aug 
7at 3, Holmes, Milk-st, Cheapside. 

Moore, Joseph Solomon, Montagu-pl, Russell-sq, Merchant. Pet July 
18. Aug !3at1l. Sydney & Son, Finsbury-circus. 

Morton, Danl Albert, Walcot-pl, Kennington-rd, Vocalist. Pet July 
21. Aug9at2. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Newbegin, Edwd, Newgate Market, Meat Salesman. Pet July 23. 
Aug 10at11. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Paice, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 25 (for pau). Aug 
10 at 3. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Phillips, Charles Hy, Brentwood, Essex, Stationer. Pet July 24. Aug 
10at 12, Brown, Basinghall-st, 

Rands, Wm Benj, Ipswich, Suffolk, out of business. Pet July 24. Aug 
10 ati. Dalton & Hill, George-yd. Lombard-st. 

Saunders, John Amn, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 24. Aug 
7at 12. Jones, Strand. 

Spearing, Eliz, Cannon-st-rd, Milliner. Pet July 25. Aug 10 at3. 
Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Terrington, Isaac, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 13 (for pau). 
Aug |3atll. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Wibrow, Susan Annie, Camherwell-green, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet 
July 25. Aug I3atll. Reed, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 
Willans, Chas, Lower Mitcham, Corn Chandler, Pet July 23. Aug 10 

atil. Munday, Basinghall-st. 
Williams, Wm Edwd, jun, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st, Gent. 
Pet July 21. Aug 10 atl. Wetherfield, Coleman-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Anstey, Wm, Little Sampford, Essex, Innkeeper. Pet July 21. Saf- 


fron Walden, Aug 9 at ll. Wright, Halstead. 

Armistead, Hy, Wheatley, York, Manufacturer. Pet July 20. Leeds, 
Aug6atll. Stocks & Franklin, Halifax. 

Austin, Wm Jas, Brighton, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 24. Brigh- 
ton, Aug i3at ll. Mills, Brighton. 

Avray, Wm, & Jonas Hobson, Prisoners for Debt, York. Adj July 17. 
Bradford, Aug 7 at 9.45. 

Bailey, Wm, Tipton, Stafford, out of business. PetJuly 19. Dudley, 
Aug 18 at 12. Sheldon, Wednesbury. 

Bennett, Campbell Edwd, & Thos Earl Hignett, Lpool, Timber Mer- 
chants. Pet July 18. Lpool, Aug7atll. Tyrer, Lpool, 

Bennitt, Wm, Oldbury, Worcester, Coal and Iron Master, Pet July 
25, Birm, Aug 10 at 12, James & Griffin. Birm. 

aaiere, ey Battye, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj July 17. Leeds, 

ug Gat tl. 


Bradbury, Jas, Darfield, nr Barnsley, York, Farmer. Pet July 23. 


Barnsley, Aug 9 at 2. Williamson, Barnsley. 

Brown, Walter, Bolton, Lancaster, Clogger. Pet July 24. Bolton, 
Ang 8 at 10. Edge, Bolton. ‘ 

Buckley, John, Desford, Leicester, Farmer. Pet July 24. Birm, Sept 
Wat 12. Miles & Co, Leicester. 

Gabor, Ths, Prisoner for Debt, York, Adj July 27. Bradford, 

ug 5 at 9.45, 
Cresswell, Hy Wm, Tipton, Stafford, Iron Manufacturer. Pet July 25. 


Bbirm, Sept 10 at 12. Smith, Birm. 


Ang 8 at 12, 
Culloden, Nicholas, Bradford, York,Ironmonger. Pet July 24, Brad- 
ford, Aug 9 at 9.45. ‘Terry & Watson, Bradford, 


Davey, John Edgecombe, Lpool, Leather Dealer. Pet July 24. Lpool, | 


Aug7 at lt. Atherton, Lpool, 
Davis, Maurice, Oardiff, Glamorgan, Clothier, Pet July 18. Bristol, 
Aug 8 at il. Henderson, Bristol. 


Ford, Thos, Milborne Port, Somerset, Shopkeeper. Pet July 23. Win- | 


canton, Aug !lacl. Ellis, Sherborne. 
= iGhas, Prisoner for Debt, Lincoln, Adj July 12. Leeds, Aug 8 
a 


Frankish, John, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet July 24. Manch, Aug 9 | 


iv 12, Rowley & Page, Manch. 


Goodwin, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lincoln. AdjJuly 11, Leeds, Aug , 


8 at i2, 

Green, Wm Hy, Gloucester, Stock Broker, Pet July 23, Bristol, Aug 
Satll, Abell & Coleman, Gloucester, 

Greenwood, Saml, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Stonemason. Adj July 17. 
Leeds, Aug 9 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Harper, Ben}, Birm, Gun Finisher. Pet July 24. Birm, Aug 30 at 10, 
Harrison, Birm, 


Hays, John Milburn, Blyth, Northumberland, Bootmaker. Pet July ; 
Birm, Aug 30 at 


2. North Shields, Ang 10 at 10. Sidney, Blyth, 
Haywood, Thos, Birm, Hairdresser. Pet July 24. 
10, Beaton, Birm., 





| Searle, Wm, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Machiner. 





Hindmarch, Thos, Willington, Durham,Grocer. Pet July 24. Newe 
Ss Aug 13 at 12, Hoyle & Shipley, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Hulme, Hy, Manch, Printer. Pet July 24. Manch, Aug 7 at 9.30, 
Gardner, Manch. 

Humphreys, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 18, 
Lpool, Aug 8 at 11. 

Humphries, John Raper, York, Plumber. Pet July 23. Leeds, Aug 
9at 11. Mason, York. 


Hurst, Hy Brittan, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June HM. 
Lpool, Aug 10 at 3. 

— Mary, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj July 17. Leeds, Aug 9 
at 12, 

Jones, Hy, Birm, Gunmaker. Pet July 24. Birm, Aug 8 at 12, 
Harriso’ i 


m & Wood, Birm. 

Kearns, Michael, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj July 19. Lpool, 
Aug 8 at {1. 

Lamitton, Geo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Engineer. Pet July 19. New- 
castle, Aug 11 at 10. Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Laycock, Wm, Bradford. Seeker in toa Dyer. PetJuly 24. Bradford, 
Aug 7 at 10, Green, Bradford. 

Lloyd, bry Southsea, Hants, Bootmaker. Pet July 19. Portsmouth, 
A G11. 
MoClampha, Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Pet July 25. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Aug 13 at 12. Brewis, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 
Moore, Edwd Acland, & John Thomas, LI let, Gi gan, Col- 
liery Proprietors. Pet July 24. Bristol, Aug8atil. Press & In- 
skip, Bristol. 

Palmer, Chas, Bath, Coal Merchant. Pet July 16. Bristol, Aug 8 at 
ll. Bartram, 

Parker, Joseph, Netherton, Worcester, Anchor Maker. Pet July 21. 
Dudley, Aug 14at 11. Homer, Brierley-hill. 

Payne, Eliz, New Sleaford, Lincoln, Dealer in Tea. Pet July 24. 

leaford, Aug 10 at 10. Bissill, Sleaford. 
Peirce, Geo, Brighton, Butcher. Pet July 23. Brighton, Aug !3 at 11. 


Lamb, Brighton. 

Phillis, John, Shepton Mallet, Postmaster, Pet July 24. Wells, Aug 
7atl0, Nalder. 

Price, Wm Elias, Leicester, Tailor. Pet July 25. Birm, Aug-21 at 11. 

Robinson, John, Prisoner for Debt, York. AdjJune 19. Whitby, aug 
15at ll. Hindmarsh, Whitby. 

Robinson, Mary, Kingston-upon-Hull, Pawnbroker. Pet July 25. 
Aug 8 at 12. Spurr & Chambers, Hull. 

Sadler, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Ipswich. Pet July 19. Leeds, Aug 4 
at ll. Pollard, Ipswich. ‘ 

, Hy Hunt, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj July 20. Bristol, 


Aug 8 at Il. 
Pet July 21. 

borough, Aug l4at ll. Wilders, Whittlesey. 

Shepherd, Wm, Swinton, York, Glass Blower. Pet July 21. Rother- 
ham, Aug 23 at 1!. Harrop, Rotherham. 

Shipway, Wm Harmen, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj July 20. 
Bristol, Aug 8 at 11. 

Silkstone, Francis, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Pet July 24 (for pan). 
Manch, Aug 7 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Pet July 25. 


Sledge, Christopher, Middlesborough, York, Joiner. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Aug 8 at }1. Griffin, oe iggy 

Steele, Herbert, Hanley, Stafford, ont of business. et July 24. 
Hanley, Aug 25 at 11. Salt, Tunstall. 

Thomas, Wm, ou. Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 24. Cardiff, Aug 
Tatil. Raby, iff. 

Thorn, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Bedford. AdjJuly 13. Leighton Buz- 
zard, Aug ll at ll. Pettit, Leighton Puzzard. 

Trood, Edwd, jun, Sutton Mallett, 5 t, A tant. Pet July 
25. Bridgwater, Aug 15 at 10. Smith, Bridgwater. 

Wayne, Robt Sewallis, Gt Malvern, Worcester, out of business. Pet 
July 23. Exeter,Aug9at ll. Randall, Gray’s-inn-pl. 

Wigley, Arthur, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Pet July 24. 
Birm, Aug 2] at ll. Belk, Nottingham. 





Peter- 





| Wilson, Thos, Lpool, Ironmonger. Pet July 25. Lpool, Aug 7 at 11. 


Henry, Lpool. 


| Woodroffe, Wm, Ilkeston, Derby, out of business, Pet July 25. Belper, 


Aug 9 at 12. Lees, Nottingham. 
Toxspay, July 3!, 1866. 
To Surrender in London, 
Bartlett, Rev Josiah, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj July 20. 
Aug 17 at 12. 
Bonestt, Elias, Sittingbourne, Kent, Builder. Pet July 20. Aug 17 
at 12. Pope, Winchester House, Old Broad.st. 


| Burton, Jas, Bingfield st, Caledoniau-rd, General Smith. Pet July 26. 


Aug 13at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 


| Col . Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 25 (for A 
Croft, Thos, Gainsborough, Lincolu, Builder. Adj July 11. Lincoln, | CPP gg eager tee miners 9 7S Grge: ang 


ati. Neale, Kennington-pk-rd, Newington, 

Day, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet July 27 (for pau). 

Aug 17 at ll. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Yeseie, Jas Lansdell, Wocdville-ter, Mildmay-rd, Wareh 
= 27. Aug !3 at 3. Reed, Guildhall-chambers, Basing- 

“st. 

Green, Wm Geo, Chariton, Kent, out of business, Pet July 4. Aug 
10at 2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Harrow, Hy Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj July 19. Aug 
13 at 1). 

Haurie, Vicente Calixto, Gt Tower-st, Sherry Shipper. Pet July 28. 
Aug 17 at 11, Brooks, Vestry-hall, Bow. 

Hunt, Sarah Symonds, Guildford, Surrey, Coal Merchant, Pet Jaly 
27, Aug i3at2. Geach, Bedford-row, 

Mathews, Jas, Finsbury-pl. China Dealer. Pet July M. Aug 10 at 
la. Brown & Godwin, Finsbury-pl. 

Nicholas, Wm, Devonshire-ter, Kingsland, Clerk. Pet July 23. Aug 
10at2. Binns, Trinity-sq, Southwark, 

Owers, Wm, Shenfleld, Essex, Agricultural Labourer. Pet Jaly 11. 
Aug !3.at 12. Preston & Dorman, Basinghall-st, 

Perkins, Geo, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Contractor. Pet July 10. Aug 
13atl. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Porter, John Ralph Sneyd, ent Tali , Comm Traveller, 

Pet July 25. 





Pet July 26, Aug 13 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Prescott, Hy, Palace Hotel, {- ~ Gent. 
Aug 10at2. Randall & Co, Gray’s-inn- 
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Ranford, Saml Hy, sabia. Kent, Horse po Pet July 25° 
Aug 10 at 3. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newingto’ 

Rubie, Alfred Chas, Hastings, Victualler. Pet aly 24. Aug 10 at 12. 
Langham & Son, Bartlett’s-buildings, Holborn. 

Still, Wm, Winchester, Ironmonger. Pet July 26. Aug 13 at 12. 

, King-st, Cheapside. 

Stinchcombe, Thos, Cloth-fair, Woollen Draper. Pet July 26. Aug 
13at 1. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Uster, Hy Laurence Tobias Tschudy von, Victoria Hotel, Euston-sq, 
Mine Proprietor. Pet July 23. Aug 17 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, 


-pl. 

wan, Chas Jas, Maidstone, Kent, Manure Merchant. Pet July 24. 
Aug 10 atl. Hope, Ely-pl. : 

White, Chas Geo, Ball’s Pond-rd, Carver. Pet July 28. Aug +3 at 3. 
Roche & Gover, Old Jewry. 

Wooler, John Hall, Sussex-rd, Holloway, Brass Founder. Pet July 
27. Augi3atil. Hall, Coleman-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Adamson, Wm, Sowerby Bridge, ~ Cotton Spinner. Pet July 28. 

, Aug 16at1l. Brierley, Hal lifax. 

Barrett, Thos, Little Lever, nr Bolton, Lancaster, out of business. 
Pet ta 26. Manch, Aug 10 at 12. Richardson & Brandwood, 
Mane! 

nave Thos Sage, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, out of business. Pet July 

Gt Yarmouth, Aug 13 at!. Ferrier, Gt Yarmouth, 

Bentley Job, Bootle, Lpool,Grocer. Pet July 26. Gt Yarmouth, Aug 
13 at 

Booth, Wm, Sheffield, Engineers’ Tool Maker. Pet July27. Sheffield, 
Aug 13at1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Boulton, Saml Swan, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Carpenter. Pet July 24. 
Gt Yarmouth, Aug 13 at 11. Sadd, jun, Norwich. 

Bowen, John, Llangollen, Denbigh,Grocer. Pet July 27. Lpool, Aug 
13 ati2. Sherratt, Wrexham. 

Brown, Wm, Gosport, Hants, Painter. Pet July 23. 
Aug 20at1l. White, Portsea. 

Burrows, Geo, Longton, Stafford, Tea Dealer. 
Ang 15 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Cattle, Isaac, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Butcher. Pet July 25. 
Aug 15 at ll. Raby, ( Cardiff. 

Church, Joseph, Leckh t Gl ter, Builder. 
Bristol, Aug 10at 11. Winterbotham & Co, Cheltenham. 

Cresswell, Hy Wm, Tipton, Stafford, Iron Manufacturer. 
Birm. Aug 13 at 12. Smith, Birm. 

Drage, Wm, Hemel Hempstead, Hertford, out of business. Adj June 
14, St Albans, Aug Il at II. 

Gilbert, Michael Geo, Norwich. Adj July 18 (for pau). 
8 atti. Emerson, Norwich. 

Ginn, Edwd, sen, Lincoln, Auctioneer. Pet July 27, Lincoln, Aug 1! 
atll. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Glyde, Mary, Hastings, Fly Proprietor. Pet July 26. 

ll at ll. Shorter, Hastings. 
—t Nicholas, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Auctioneer. Pet July 
Morpeth, Aug 18 at 10. Sidney, Blythe. 

Hil, “Thos, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 21. 
I. Atkinson & Bartlett, Lpool, 

Hingston, Richd, Liskeard, Cornwall, Attorney-at-Law. Pet July 26. 
Exeter, Aug 10 at 12. Edmonds & Sons, Plymouth. 

Jones, Wm, Joseph Jones, & Chas Burrey, Hanley, ee Brewers. 
Pet July 13. Birm, Aug 13 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Lacey, John, Bridgnorth, Salop, Wine Merchant. Pet Jaly 27. Birm, 
Aug 15at 12. Packhouse. Bridgnorth. 

Lee, Joseph, Pudsey, York, Clothier. Pet July 25. Bradford, Aug 9 
at 9.45. Pullan, Leeds. 

Low, Anabellar, ee Durham, Grocer. Adj July 18. Sunder- 
land, Aug 15 at 12. lington, Sunderlan 

McGovern, Wm, Shefielt Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 27. Sheffield, 
Aug 14 atl ‘Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Meyler, Thos David, Haverfordwest, Chemist. Pet July 23. Bristol, 
Aug 10 at 11. Bramble & Blackburne, Bristol. 

Pankhurst, Joseph, Westfield, Sussex, Wheelwright. 
Hastings, Aug 1! atl. Shorter, Hastings. 

Paviour, Joseph, Tamworth, Warwick, Builder. Pet July 24. 
worth, Aug7 at 10. Knight, Tamworth. 

Pecket, Alex Jas, Scarborough, York, Professor of Music. Pet July 
2%. Leeds, Aug i6atil. Taylor, Scarborough. 

Radcliffe, Thos, Rochdale, Lancaster, Waste Dealer. Pet July 26. 
Manch, Aug i4 at 12 Standring, Rochdale. 

Raistrick, Thos, Bradford, York, Shoemaker. Pet July 26. Leeds, 
Aug iGatil. Brierley, Halifax. 

Riebardson, Wm Thos, Sunderland, Durham, Shipbroker. Pet July 
26. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 20 at 12. Eglinton, Sunderland. 
Seymour, Alfred Wilkinson, Prisoner for Debt, Mauch. Pet July 26 

(for pau). Manch, Aug ar at 9.30. Law, Manch. 
7“ _ Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj July 19. Lpool, Aug 


comgiet, ‘John Fombelle, Shaldon, oh, Captain. Pet July 27. 
Exeter, Aug 10 at 12. Floud, Exete: 

Thomas, Isaiah, lene sag Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet 
July 26, Neath, Aug 13 at ll. Cuthbertson, Neath. 

Thornton, Wm, Dewsbury, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 27. 
ition The 10 at 12. Marratt, Dewsbury. 

Watkiss. Alfred Chas Jones, Liansty, nr Wrexham, Denbigh, 
—, Manufactarers. Pet July 26. Lpool, Aug 15 at 12. Marey, 

ty 


Portsmouth, 
Pet July 27, Birm, 
Cardiff, 
Pet July 26. 





Pet J aly 23, 


Norwich, Aug 


Hastings, Aug 


Lpool, Aug 15 at 


Pet July 26. 


Tam- 


pgtion. 
Watson, Geo, Salford, ye Publican. Pet July 26. Manch, 


Aug iZat ll. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch, 
Wescott, Wm Hy, Truro, Cornwall, Bootmaker. Pet July 27. Truro, 
Aug iiat4 Paull, Truro. 
Wilson, Edwd, Friesthorpe, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet July 27, Leeda, 
Aug 22 at 12, Dale, Lincoln. 
Younghusband, David, Leeds, Wheelwright. Pet July 27, Leeds, 
Aug 13at1. Harle, Leeds. 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Tvgsvay, July 31, 1865. 
Phillips, Hy, Birm, Professor of Music. July 26. 





RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on ae - their clients, Pro 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. ¢., whether for a term cer.utn, or by 
annual or other payments). 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build. 
ings, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN "CURTIS, Actuary a and Secretary 


LAW PRINTING. __ 
ATES AND ALEXANDER 


Law AND Poustic CoMPANIES PRINTERS, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages 
their Office affords for the executioh of every description of Printing, 
They invite orders for— 


PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 
And all Legal Documents, 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies, 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Aucti 8’ Catalogues, Posters, &c, 


BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 


FOR CASH, 


PER 4s, 6d. PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tiian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
PRICE IF PUT TO ACCOUNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies, 30 Copies. 
£2 2s. Os. £2 3s. 6d. £2 4s, 6d. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


XLACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


kK ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuabJe properties renders it in apoearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, King’s, 
s ad £8. 
10 Oand! 18 

0 Oandi 10 
10 Oand1 18 


PxurosaL For LOAN ON MoRTGAGES. 








50 Copies. 


8 PAZeS.....0.06 £2 6s. 6d 


Table Forks, perdoz...... 1 
Dessert ditto ..ceseccsese | 
Table Spoons ....... 1 
Dessert ditto .+...e0e+06. 1 0 Oand 1 10 2 
Tea SpOOns ..eeceeeseeeee O12 OandO 18 110 6 
Every Article for the a asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
warded on receirt of 20 stam 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


SLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 38.6d.; Bronzed ditto, $s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Paent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s, Gd. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. *he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’ 's Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Tuble Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and - 9d, and 12s, ; "Black Horn ditto, 88, and 10s. All war 
ranted, 


As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked 1n plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
—— for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 





RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


SOCIETY FOR THE PRESERVATION AND 
IMPROVEMENT OF TRIAL BY JURY.—The names of an influ- 
ential Committee, and other particulars, will shortly be published. All 
persons taking an interest in the important objects of this Society are 
— to communicate with the Hon. Secretary, B. T, Witttams, 
Esq., 1, Pump-court, Temple, E.C.; Temporary Offices at 1, Adam- 
etrest, Adelphi, wc. 


HILLI PS & COMPANY'S TEAS ARE BEST 
AND CHEAPEST. STRONG to FINE BLACK TEA, ls, 64. 
2n., 26, 6d,, 38., 38. 4d, Most Delicious Black Tea is now only 3s, 6d. per 
pound, Pure, Rich, Rare, Choice Coffee, 1s, 4,, 1s. 6d., 19,84, PHILLIPS 
& CO,, Tea Mancianrs,6, King William-street, City, ‘London, E.c, 
A price current free. Sugars at market prices, 

PHILLIPS. & CO., send all goods Carriage Free within eight miles of 
No. 6, King Wiliiam-street ; 40s. worth Carriage Free to any Railway 
Station or Market Town in England, Phillips & Co. have no agents, nor 
any connexion with any house in Worcester or Swansea, 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING C 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 











SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,875,000, IN 37,500 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL, £750,000. RESERVE FOND, £250,000. 


JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esq. COLES CHILD, Esq. WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esq. 
THOS, TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esq. JOHN FLEMING, Esq. WILLIAM LEE, Esq., M.P. 
PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esq. } FREDERICK HARRISON, Esq. WILLIAM NICOL, Esq. 


General Manager. | Assistant General Manager. | Chief Inspector. 
WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esq. WILLIAM HOWARD, Esq, W. J. NORFOLK, Esq. 


Chief Acco untant, | Inspectors of Branches. Secretary. 
JAMES GRAY, Esq. H. J, LEMON, Esq., & C. SHERRING, Esq. | F. CLAPPISON, Esq. 


ors. 
NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esa. | JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esq. | EDWARD JOHN HUTCHINS, Esq. 





HEAD OFFICE, 21, LomBarD STREET. 





At the HALF-YEARLY GENERAL MEETING of the Proprietors, held on THURSDAY, the 2nd of August, 1866, at the London Tavern, 
Bishopsgate-street, the following Report for the half-year ending the 30th June, 1866, was read by the Secretary. WILLIAM NICOL, Esq., in the 
chair. 


REPORT. 


The Directors, in submitting to the Proprietors the balance-sheet ot the Bank for the half-year ending 30th June last, have to report that, after 
payment of all charges, interest to customers, and making ample provision for Lad and doubtful debts, the net profits amount to £85,440 17s. 8d. 
This, with £14,527 18s. 10d. brought forward from the last account, produces a total of £99,968 16s. 6d. 

They have declared the usual Dividend of 6 per cent. for the half-year, with a Bonus in addition of 5 per cent, (equal to 22 per cent. per annum), 
which will amount to £82,500, and leave £17,468 16s, 6d. to be carried forward to Profit and Loss New Account. 

Mr John Edmund Anderdon has been elected a member of the Board. 

Mr. Hugh C. E. Childers, M.P., who retired from the direction on assuming the position of Secretary to the Treasury in the late Government; 
being now relieved from the duties of his office, will, at the unanimous request of the Directors, resume his seat at the Board. 


The Dividend and Bonus (together £2 4s. per share), free of income tax, will be payable at the Head Office, or at any of the branches, on and 
after Monday, the 13th instant. 





BALANCE SHEET of the London and County Banking Company, 30th June, 1866. 


Dr. Cr. 
£ s. d. | By Cash on hand at Head Office, and £ 3s. d. 2 « 4, 
To Capital paid up ...sccccceccecccccccsescccecsccecs 750,000 0 0 BROAD noc cccesccepcscccecsccec Res 6 J 
To Reserve Fund....cecccscccecescccccscecsccesesses 250,000 O O | By Cash placed at Call and at notice .... 883,396 5 9 
To Amount due by the Bank for Custo- —— 3,032,612 10 10 
mers’ Balances, &c. ....+++es«£10,718,483 16 | Investments, viz.— 
To Liabilities on Acceptances ...... 2,032,490 10 1 By Government and Guaranteed Stocks. 194,381 17 3 
12,750,974 6 2 | By Other Stocks and Securities ........ 99,308 13 11 
To Profit and Loss Balance brought s-————_ 293,690 11 2 
last Account .......see00 14,527 18 10 By Discounted Bills, and advances to Castomers in Town 
To Gross Profit for the Half-year, BOA COMMBET cccccccccconss csccssccesoe sevens eaata 6 © 
after making provision for By Freehold Premises in Lombard-street and Nicholas- 
Bad and Doubtful Debts ...... 348,310 10 10 lane, Freehold and Leasehold Property at the 
362,838 9 8 Branches, with Fixtures and Fittings .....e.e++++ 156,073 18 0 
By Interest paid to Customers ....+.-se-ssseeceseeeses 126,581 10 5 
By Salaries and all other Expenses at Head Office and 
Branches, including Income Tax on Profits, and 
Salaries ..ccccccsccsccccccvccccccccecescccccce §6994,076 17 5S 


£14,113,812 15 10 £14,113,812 15 10 
Profit and Loss Account. 





Dr, Cr. 
To Interest paid to Customers ...... ee £126,581 10 5 | By Balance brought forward from last Account........ £14,527 18 10 
To expenses, AS ADOVE....eececesseceecs ececccecee 94,076 17 5 | By Gross Profit for the Half-year, after making pro- 
To Rebate on Bills not due, carried to New Account.... 42,211 5 4 vision for Bad and Doubtful Debts .......00..02 348,310 10 10 
To Dividend of 6 per Cent. for the Half-year .......++ 0 
To Bonus of 5 per Cent. ...ccccceccccceeseccccccccce 0 
To Balance carried forward ...ssecesesescecsecesesecs 6 


i 


£362,838 9 8 £362,838 9 8 


We, the undersigned, have examined the foregoing Balance Sheet, and have found the same to be correct. 


WILLIAM NORMAN 
London and County Bank, July 26, 1866. (Signed) R.H.SWAINE. } Auditors. 


The foregoing wy having been read by the Secretary, the following Resolutions were proposed, and unanimously adopted :— 

1, That the Report be received and adopted, and printed for the use of the Shareholders. 

2, That the Capital of this Banking Company be increased by the creation of 20,000 additional Shares of £50 each; and that such Shares be 
issued at such times and in such manner as may be determined at some Annual or Halt-yearly General Meeting, or at an Extraordinary 
Meeting of the Shareholders called and held in accordance with the provisions of the Deed of Settlement. 

3. That the thanks of this Meeting be given to the Board of Directors for the able manner in which they have conducted the affairs of the Company. 

4. That the thanks of this Meeting be presented to Witttam McKewan, Esq., and to the principal and other Officers of the Bank, for the zeal 
and ability with which they have discharged their respective duties, 

(Signed) W. NICOL, Chairman. 


The Chairman having quitted the Chair, it was move ae carried unanimously— 
5, That the cordial thanks of this Meeting be presen . WiLLIAM Nicot, Esq., for his able and courteous conduct in the Chair. 

(Signed) W. CHAMPION JONES, Deputy-Chairman. 

Extracted from the Minutes. (Signed) F. CLAPPISON, Secretary. 








[ ONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY.—NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a DIVIDEND 
4 onthe Capital Stock of the Company, at the rate of Six per cent., for the half-year ending 30th Juno, 1866, with a BONUS of Five Cent, 


ouee the Proprietors either at the Head Office, 21, Lombard-street, or at any of the Company's Branch Banks, on and after MONDAY, 


of the Board, 
2}, Lombard-street, August 3, 1866, 7 oraer y McBEWAN, Generel Manager. 
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THE LONDON JOINT 


STOCK BANK. 


CHANCERY LANE BRANCH—124, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
Tur DIRECTORS HEREBY GIVE NOTICE, that this Branch of the Bank IS NOW OPEN for busines, 


1st May, 1866, 


F. K, Hewitt, Manager, 








THE LONDON 


JOINT STOCK BANK. 


Eg} ABLISHED IN 1836, 


HEAD OFFICE-—5, PRINCES STREET, MANSION HOUSE. 


PALL MALL BRANCH—69, PALL MALL. 


CHANCERY LANE BRANCH-124, CHANCERY LANE. 





DIRECTORS. 


WiurAM Brrp, Esq. 
Wiiuram Biovunt, Esq. 

F. Borxett, Esq. 

Gero. THos. BRookIne, Esq. 


Fran. B. Goipney, Esq. 


FREDK. J. JOURDAIN, Esq. 


Ap. Sir J. Duke, Barr. 
Puute Wa. Fiower, Esq. 


Cuas. JAmEes Heatu, Esq. 


GeorcE PoLLARD, Eso, 
FrEDK. RoDEWALD, Esq, 
Rozert Ryrigz, Esq, 
GEORGE TAYLER, Esq, 


Donatp LARNAOCH, Esq. 
Henry Lez, Esq. 

Joun G. Maciean, Esq. 
Gro. GARDEN Nico, Esq. 
JoHN T. OxLEy, Esq. 





Heap OrrFice - - 
Country D&PARTMENT 

Patt Maty Branca - 

CHANCERY LANE BRANCH 


69, Pall Mall 
124, Chancery Lane : 


5, Princes Street, Mansion House 
5, Princes Street, Mansion House 


SrcrETARY—ALFRED SCRIVENER. 


J. W. Norrer, General Manager. 
W. F. Nargaway, Manager. 

R. G. Barcuay, Manager, 

F. K. Hewirr, Manager. 


The Capital of the Bank is £8,600,000, in 72,000 Shares of £50 each. The sam of £15 has been paid on each Shar, 


and the present paid-up Capital of the Bank is £1,080,000. 
The Guarantee Fund amounts to £319,991. 


Current Accounts are kept agreeably to the custom of London Bankers. 
Parties keeping Current Accounts with the Bank can transfer to a Deposit Account any portion of their Balance, upon 


which Interest at the current rate of the day will be allowed. 
on deposit at interest from parties not customers, either at 7 days’ notice or 


Sums of £10 and upwards are receiv 
for fixed periods, as may be agreed upon. 


The Agency of Joint Stock Banks, Private Bankers, and Foreign Banks undertaken. 

Investments in, and Sales of all descriptions of British and Foreign Securities, Bullion, Specie, &c., effected. 

Circular Notes are issued free of charge for the use of Travellers, payable in the Principal Towns on the Continent o 
Europe and in the chief Commercial Cities of the World. Letters of Credit are also granted on the same places. They 
may be obtained at the Head Office, in Princes-street, Mansion House, or at the Branches. 

Dividends on English and Foreign Funds, or Railway and other Shares and Debentures received without charge to 


Customers. 
July, 1866. 





IDLAND RAILWAY.—TOURIST TICKETS 

at Cheap Fares, available for One Calendar Month, are IssugD 

at the Midland Booking Office, King’s Cross, and other principal Stations; 

also in London, at Cook’s Excursion ayd Tourist Office, 98, Fleet-street, 
corner of Bride-lane - to 

SCOTLAND — Edinburgh, Glasgow, Stirling, Perth, Dundee, Montrose, 
Aberdeen, Inverness, &c. 

IRELAND Belfast, Portrush, for Giant’s Causeway. 

LAKE DISTRICT—Windermere, Furness Abbey, Ulverstone, Grange, 
Coniston, Penrith, Keswick, Morecambe, &c. 

SEA-SIDE and BATHING-PLACES —Scarborough, Whitby, Filey, 
Bridlington, Redcar, Saltburn, Seaton, Tynemouth, Withernsea, Hornsea, 
Harrogate, Matiock, Buxton, &c., &c. 

Programme and Full Particulars may be obtained at all the Company’s 
Stations and Receiving Offices. 

Inquire at King’s Cross for Tickets via Midland Railway. j 

Derby, 1866, JAMES ALLPORT, General Manager. 


REAT WESTERN RAILWAY.—TOURIST 
TICKETS available for one ca‘endar month are now issued at 
PADDINGTON, Victoria, Chelsea, and Kensington, and other principal 
stations on the Great Western Railway, to the principal WATERING- 
PLACES on the Dorsetshire, Somersetshire, Devonshire, Cornwall, and 
Yorkshire Coasts, NORTH and SOUTH WALES, and the ISLE OF MAN. 
etka TICKETS are also issued for CIRCULAR TOURS in NORTH 


To BUXTON and MATLOCK ; to Malvern and the Valley of the Wye; 
the Cumberland Lake District; Dublin vié Holyhead : the lakes of Kil- 
larney, Limerick, &c,; and the Channel Islands, viii Weymouth. 

CHEAP RETURN TICKETS to MALVERN are also issued on Fridays 
and SATURDAYS, available for return by any train up to the evening of 
py eee MONDAY. a 

grammes containing fares and full particulars may be obtained at 
all the Company’s Offices and Stations. : 

Paddington, August Ist. J. GRIERSON, General Manager. 
COOTE’S & TRISTRAM’S PROBATE PRACTICE.—Fifth Edition. 
This day is publiched, 8vo., 24s., cloth, 

HE PRACTICE of the COURT OF PROBATE; 

in Common Form Business. By Henry Onartes Coote, F.S.A., 
Proctor in Doctors’ Commons, &c., &c. Also a Treatise on the Practice of 
the Court in Contentious Business, by Taomas H. Tristram, D C.L., Ad- 
vocate in Doctor’s Commons, and of the Inner Temple, Fifth Edition 
with great additions, and including all the Statutes, Rules, Orders, &c., 
a present time; together with a Collection of Original Forms and 

is of Costs. 

London: Burrenwostus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers, 








E QUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Capital £500,000. 

DIRECTORS. 
Francis Bennett Goldney, Esq. 
Chas. Richard Harford, jun., Esq. 
Henry Pigeon, Esq. 


Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. 
Major C. L. Boileau. 
Lieut.-Colonel Chase. 
William Henry Cole, Esq. Henry Reberts, Esq. 
Thomas Curtis, Esq. George Roots, Esq. 
Auditors—Charles Armstrong, Esq.; William Richard Bingley, Esq.; 
Alfred Langdale, Esq. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Clayton & Son. 
Bankers—Messrs. Coutts & Co. 
Actuary—F. Hendriks, Esq. 
This Society purchases reversionary property, life interests, and life 
policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office, 
F. T. CLAYTON, Joint 
C. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 
ane ose & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly) 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 120), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. James’s, S.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 





BY ROYAL COMMAND, 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 

B hee pea GILLOTT respectfully directs the atten- 

tion of the Commercial Public, and of all who use Steel Pens, to 

the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quality of 

Sota, Easy Action, and Great Durability, will ensure universal pre- 
erence. 

They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the world; wholesale, 

at the Works, Gruham-street, Birmingham ; 91, John-street, New Y ork ; 

and at 37, Gracechurch-street, London, 


\HE SMOKER’S BONBON immediately and 

effectually removes the Taste and Smell of Tobacco from the Mouth 

and Breath, and renders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant 

and wholesome. Prepared by a patent process, from the recipe of an 

eminent ig reece by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale and Export Con- 

fectioners, Bethnal-green, London. One Shilling per box; post free, 14 
stamps.—Sold by Chemists, Tobacconists, &c. 
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